I  think  the  N<prweb  Farouk  Woodin  Specinren  is 

Copper^Nickel  _ 

Regular  Copper  Issue  _ 

Other  _ 

Conrnrents: 


Signature  (optional) 


After  looking  at  these  coins,  if  you  care 
to  express  your  opinion  (signed  or  unsigned) 
on  the  coin's  rretal lie  content,  drop  a 
slip  in  the  box. 


WVo  Copper, 
1C,  7o  Tin 
H  %  Silver 

HI 


vya/HT  d§  offg 

KITOK 

The  Norweb  (#134)  Farouk  Woodin  Specirren 
W192  J155  Allegedly: 

"Unique  1854  Copper-Nickel  Pattern  Half 
Cent"  weight  -  83.4  gr. 


1856  Regular  issue  half  cents 
weight  -  84  gr. 


1856  Copper-nickel  half  cents 
weight  -  70-72  gr. 


<N*.eoiftT  lt>M  fTjtxK^S 

1854  Regular  issue  half  cents 
weight  -  84  gr. 
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COINS  WILL  BE  TURNED  OVER  TO  SHOW 
REVERSES  AROUND  1  p.ir.  FRIDAY 
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1330  E AC  CONTENTION  SCHEDULE 


Thursdau.  flau  10 


1:00 

Security  Room  opens 

5Pn  -  7pn 

Hospitality  Suite  open  -  Osceola  Room 

7Pn  -  npn 

Half  Cent  Happening  -  St  Johns/Sarasota  Room 

Fridau.  11  nau 


BAH  -  9AM 

Dealer  and  Exhibitor  setup  -  Orange/Lake  Room 

3Af1  -  5:30Pn 

Bourse  and  Exhibits  open  to  public 

Sale  lot  viewing  For  EAC  members  only 
Orange/Lake  Room 

bpm  -  iopn 

Educational  Forum  —  Sold  Coast  Room 

Saturdau.  13  Hau 


7 : 30AM  -  SAH 

Board  of  Governors  fleeting  -  Indian  River  Room 

BAH  -  9AM 

Bourse  open  tQ  Dealers  and  Exhibitors 
Orange/Lake  Room 

SAn  -  5:30Pn 

Bourse  and  Exhibits  open  to  public 

Sale  lot  viewing  for  EAC  members  only 
Orange/Lake  Room 

7Pn  -  lBPn 

EAC  Sale  -  Gold  Coast  Room 

C RESTRICTED  TO  EAC  MEMBERS  ONLY) 

Sunday,  13  Hay 


9AM  -  10AM 

EAC  General  Business  Meeting  -  Gold  Coast  Room 

10AM  -  5PM 

Bourse  and  Exhibits  open  -  Orange/Lake  Room 

SPM 

1990  EAC  Convention  ends 

1990  EAC  EDUCATIONAL  FORUM  SPEAKERS 
The  Forum  begins  at  6:00  in  the  Gold  Coast  Room 


AMERICA’S  FIRST  FEDERAL  COINAGE 

Bill  Jones 

LARGE  CENTS  101:  AN  INTRODUCTION 

Denis  Lormg 

THE  1B54  COPPER-NICKEL  HALF  CENT: 

DOES  IT  EXIST'5 

R.  Tettenharst 

SURUEY  OF  R-7  8  R-B  LATE  DATE  CENTS 

-  Bob  Grellman 

EXHIBITS  IN  DRANGE/LAKE  ROOMS  CBDUR5E  AREA: 


HALF  CENTS  OF  17S5,  1B0S,  8  1B2E 

Half  Cent  Happening 

CENTS  OF  1B47 

Terry  Hess 

SILUER  CENTERED  CENT 

Bill  Jones 

SMITH  COUNTERFEITS 

Bob  Miller 

MASS  CENTS  OF  17B7 

Mike  Packard 

DIE  STATES  OF  SELECTED  1B04  HALF  CENT  UARIETIES 

-  Lanny  Reinhardt 


CENTS  OF  1B0B 

Harry  Salyards 

FUG I OS 

Tony  Ierranova 

HALF  CENTS  OF  1B54  8  1B5G 

R.  Tettenhorst 

ASSORTED  CALIFORNIA  CHERRIES 

Bill  UJeber 

THAT’S  ODD 

John  D.  Wright 

MIDDLE  DATES 

John  D.  Wright 

CHERRYPICKING  SHELDON  CENTS 

Jim  Young 

EXHIBITS 


3/  |  32-  |  33  |  3V  1  3iT 


TABLE 


DEALER  NAME  TABLE  #  DEALER  NAME 


Ronnie  Adam  3 
Jack  Beymer  7 
Doug  Bird  EB 
Pete  Boisvert  11 
Tony  Carlotto  5 
Gerry  Charron  39 
Bert  Cohen  14 
Roger  S.  Cohen,  Jr.  37 
Paul  DelFeld  EG 
George  Ewing  14 
Steve  Fischer  34 
J.  R.  Frankenfield  9 
Henry  Garrett  E5 
Carvin  Goadridge  5 
Bob  Grellman  0 
Terry  Hess  31 
Dan  Holmes  IB 
Joe  Kane  31 
Ed  Kucia  4 
Bob  &  Ellen  LaForme  15 
Denis  Loring  33 
n.  J.  B.  E7 
Bob  Hatthews  IB 


Chris  HcCawley  19  a  SO 

Jim  HcGuigan  34 

Bob  Hiller  17 

Darwin  Palmer  EE 

John  Peters  39 

Phil  Ralls  E9 

Tom  Reynolds  3E 

Wiley  Reitzel  IE 

Tom  Rinaldo  E4 

Hike  Ringo  1 

Jack  Robinson  30 

Bob  Shalowitz  10 

Bob  Schick  E3 

Hank  Spangenberger  36 
Tony  Terranova  3B 

Phyllis  Thompson  36 

Bill  Tivol  El 

Don  Ualenziano  17 

Don  Weathers  13 

Lewis  Weismann  35 

Harch  Wells  6 

Jim  Young  11 
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1930  EftC  HOSPITALITY  RODM  HOSTS 


Thanks  to  the  Follouing  For  their  generous  contributions  Fi 
hospitality  room  reFreshments : 


Mike  Bartor 
Dan  Bierman 
James  Brotherton 
Robbie  Broun 
William  Carmack 
Laurence  Cobb 
David  Cornell 
Rick  DeSanctis 
Mike  Dudley 
Jan  Edeburn 
Michael  Eisenberg 
J.  R.  FrankenField 
John  Fuller 
Ron  Gjertson 
Gordon  Gleitz 
Jim  Harrell 
R.  J.  Hubartt 
John  Jendrek 
Bob  Kauzlarich 
Jack  Kessmg 
Bob  Leuis 
Mark  Lighterman 


Mac  MacDonald 
Jim  Mauldin 
Stanley  Miller 
Larry  Moor 
Tom  Moriey 
Barry  Murphy 
Dan  Oglesby 
Mike  Packard 
Daruin  Palmer 
Barry  Parker 
Bob  Parson 
John  Peters 
Wiley  Reitzel 
StBDhen  Richter 
Scott  Shapiro 
Rad  Stearns 
Ed  Sunderland 
Sam  Thurman 
Bruce  Tucker 
Don  Ualenziano 
F.  Eugene  Williams 
Charles  Windier 


R.  TETTEN HORST 
P.  O.  Box  14020 
Saint  Louis,  Missouri  63178 


January  29,  1990 


Mr.  Mike  Packard 
4905  Village  Drive 
Fairfax,  VA  22030 


Dear  Mike: 

Will  you  please  reserve  me  one  exhibit  case  at  the  1990  EAC  convention?  This 
is  to  show  1854  and  1856  half-cents  in  connection  with  my  talk  at  the  Educational 
Forum. 

Actually,  I  will  only  be  displaying  six  to  ten  coins  plus  a  small  amount  of 
written  material.  This  does  not  really  require  a  full  case.  If  space  becomes 
limited  and  someone  has  a  small  exhibit  and  wants  to  share  a  case,  I  will  be 
glad  to  cooperate. 


Sincerely, 


R.  Tettenhorst 


1990  EAC  CONVENTION  -  ORLANDO,  FLORIDA 
10-13  MAY  1990 

ORLANDO  TWIN  TOWERS 
Bob  Grellman 

The  1990  EAC  Convention  is  rapidly  approaching,  and  it's, time  to  start 
making  your  plans  to  attend.  Enclosed  with  this  issue  of  Penny-Wise  is  a  reser¬ 
vation  form  for  the  Orlando  Twin  Towers,  our  convention  hotel.  I  suggest  you 
get  your  reservation  early  since  we  were  only  able  to  book  75  rooms  at  the 
very  special  rate  of  $60.  This  rate  applies  to  1-4  persons  occupying  the  same 
room  (the  reservation  form  indicates  two  persons  with  two  double  beds,  but 
our  contract  guarantees  this  rate  with  up  to  four  persons  providing  a  roll  away 
is  not  required).  I've  also  included  a  map  that  shows  how  to  get  to  the  hotel 
and  its  relation  to  some  of  the  more  popular  attractions  in  the  area.  One 
major  attraction  not  shown  on  this  map  is  the  new  Universal  Studios  Tour  which 
is  located  directly  across  the  street  from  our  hotel.  This  attraction  is  sche¬ 
duled  to  open  in  May  1990,  and  the  demand  for  rooms  at  our  hotel  will  probably 
be  very  high  during  that  month.  Reserve  your  room  now! 

We  have  also  negotiated  a  special  convention  rate  with  Thrifty  Car  Rental 
Company.  This  rate,  valid  3-20  May,  will  allow  you  to  obtain  a  compact  car 
with  unlimited  mileage  for  $22.95  a  day  or  $89.95  a  week.  A  midsize  will  run 
$25.95/$109.95.  Similar  savings  are  available  for  larger  vehicles.  I'll  pro¬ 
vide  complete  details  in  the  March  issue,  but  if  you  want  to  get  a  jump  on 
a  reservation,  you  can  call  (407)  381-2393.  You  must  tell  them  you  are  with 
the  EAC  Convention  to  get  these  special  rates. 

I'll  include  more  details  about  our  convention  in  the  March  issue  of  Penny- 
Wise.  Just  get  your  hotel  reservation  now  and  rest  assured  you  will  have  a 
great  time  in  Orlando. 


***  EXHIBITS  *** 

This  is  the  second  call  for  exhibits  for  the  1990  EAC  Convention.  We 
have  a  few  commitments,  but  plenty  of  cases  are  still  available.  We  would 
like  exhibits  on  all  phases  of  Early  American  Copper--state  coinage,  other 
colonials,  half  cents,  Sheldon  large  cents.  Middle  Date  large  cents,  late  date 
large  cents,  hard  times  tokens,  and  errors  and  curiosities  of  all  kinds.  If 
you  are  proud  of  your  collection,  share  it  with  us. 

If  you  wish  to  exhibit,  please  tell  me  what  you  plan  to  exhibit  and  how 
many  cases  you  will  need.  Send  this  information  to:  Mike  Packard,  4905  Village 
Drive,  Fairfax,  VA  22030.  Don't  delay.  Cases  are  reserved  on  a  first  come, 
first  served  basis. 


***  EDUCATIONAL  FORUM  *** 

There  are  still  two  speaker  openings  for  the  Forum  in  Orlando.  Already 
on  tap  are  Denis  Loring  ("Large  Cents  101")  and  R.  Tettenhorst  ("The  1854 
Copper-Nickel  Pattern  Half  Cent--Does  It  Exist?")  Anyone  else  interested  in 
speaking  is  urged  to  contact  the  Editor,  Harry  E.  Salyards,  606  North  Minnesota, 
Hastings,  NE  68901. 
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4905  Village  Drive 
Fairfax,  VA  22030 
(703)  273-1304 


February  3,  1990 


R.  Tettenhorst 
P.0.  Box  14020 
Saint  Louis,  Missouri  63178 


Dear  Tet , 

I  just  received  you  letter  requesting  one  case  to  display 
your  1854  and  1856  half  cents.  There  are  plenty  of  cases  and  I 
have  reserved  one  in  your  name . 

I  am  looking  forward  to  a  wonderful  convention.  Bill,  Rick, 
and  I  have,  I  think,  settled  on  this  year's  half  cent  happening 
varieties — 1795  C-6  a  and  b  (to  finish  that  year),  1802  C  1  and 
2,  and  1826  C  1  and  2.  A  nice  diversity  of  common  to  rare,  plain 
vanilla  to  interesting  die  states,  undertypes,  etc.  It  should  be 
an  interesting  happening.  We  are  toying  with  the  idea  of 
reserving  an  exhibit  case  to  display  some  of  the  more  interesting 
pieces  from  the  happening,  owners  willing.  This  will  allow  those 
who  miss  the  happening  to  see  what  they  are  missing,  and  those 
who  attend  to  avail  themselves  of  an  instant  replay.  Do  you  have 
any  thoughts  on  the  idea? 

I  am  afraid  I  do  not  have  any  new  or  interesting  half  cents 
to  report.  I've  been  concentrating  on  the  Massachusetts  coppers 
the  past  couple  of  years  and  have  been  neglecting  half  cents.  I 
have  been  following  auction  prices  realized  and  it  is  obvious 
that  the  competition  for  nice  pieces  is  very  keen. 

I  trust  you  are  aware  that  Roger  has  been  having  some  health 
problems  recently.  He  spent  all  of  January  and  part  of  December 
in  the  hospital,  and  seems  to  be  on  the  mend  at  the  moment.  If 
you  haven't  been  in  contact  with  him  recently,  I'm  sure  he  would 
like  to  hear  from  you. 

I'll  see  you  in  Orlando. 
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NOVACHROME,  INC. 


Mailing  Address: 
35  Plant  Ave. 

St.  Louis,  MO 
63119 


Lab  Address: 

710  N.  Tucker  #303 
St.  Louis,  MO 
63101 


SOLD 

TO 


INVOICE  NO.: 

INVOICE  DATE: 

PAGE: 

Edison  Brothers 

SHIP 

TO 

Attn:  Tim  Thornton 


SHIP  VIA 
SHIP  DATE  .  . 
DUE  DATE  .  .  . 
TERMS  . 


OUST.  ID  . 

P.O.  NUMBER  .  . 
P.O.  DATE . 


OUR  ORDER  NO. 
SALESPERSON  . 


PRODUCT  I.D. 


DESCRIPTION 


ORDERED  SHIPPED  U/M  UNIT  PRICE 


1.00  1 . 00  EA  15.00 

3.00  3.00  EA  10.00 

TAX: 
TOTAL  DUE: 


AMOUNT  TX 


30.00 


R.  TETTENHORST 
P.  O.  Box  14020 
Saint  Louis,  Missouri  63178 


February  5,  1990 


Mr.  Harry  Salyards 

606  North  Minnesota  Avenue 

Hastings,  NE  68901-5297 


Dear  Harry: 

Yes,  I  am  still  planning  to  "tell  all"  at  the  Forum.  I  have  written  Mike  Packard 
to  reserve  a  display  case.  Frank  Wilkinson  has  already  taken  the  photographs 
for  the  Penny-Wise  article  and  the  Forum.  The  first  draft  of  the  article  for 
the  March  issue  of  Penny-Wise  is  in  the  typewriter  now. 


Regfi-r-^o 


R.  Tettenhorst 


990  EAC  CONVENTION  -  ORLANDO,  FLORIDA 
(f 

10-13  MAY  1990 
ORLANDO  TWIN  TOWERS  ^ - 

£AC  Convention  is  rapidly  approaching,  and  it's 
c  \  making  your  plans  to  attend.  Enclosed  with  this  issue  of  Penny-Wise  is  a 
M  vation  form  for  the  Orlando  Twin  Towers,  our  convention  hotel.  I  suggest, 
w  get  your  reservation  early  since  we  were  only  able  to  book  75  rooms  at  the 

very  special  rate  of  $60.  This  rate  applies  to  1-4  persons  occupying  the  same 
room  (the  reservation  form  indicates  two  persons  with  two  double  beds,  but 
our  contract  guarantees  this  rate  with  up  to  four  persons  providing  a  rollaway 
is  not  required).  I've  also  included  a  map  that  shows  how  to  get  to  the  hotel 
and  its  relation  to  some  of  the  more  popular  attractions  in  the  area.  One 
major  attraction  not  shown  on  this  map  is  the  new  Universal  Studios  Tour  which 
is  located  directly  across  the  street  from  our  hotel.  This  attraction  is  sche¬ 
duled  to  open  in  May  1990,  and  the  demand  for  rooms  at  our  hotel  will  probably 
be  very  high  during  that  month.  Reserve  your  room  now! 


We  have  also  negotiated  a  special  convention  rate  with  Thrifty  Car  Rental 
Company.  This  rate,  valid  3-20  May,  will  allow  you  to  obtain  a  compact  car 
with  unlimited  mileage  for  $22.95  a  day  or  $89.95  a  week.  A  midsize  will  run 
$25.95/$109.95.  Similar  savings  are  available  for  larger  vehicles.  I'll  pro¬ 
vide  complete  details  in  the  March  issue,  but  if  you  want  to  get  a  jump  on 
a  reservation,  you  can  call  (407)  381-2393.  You  must  tell  them  you  are  with 
the  EAC  Convention  to  get  these  special  rates. 

I'll  include  more  details  about  our  convention  in  the  March  issue  of  Penny- 
Wise.  Just  get  your  hotel  reservation  now  and  rest  assured  you  will  have  a 
great  time  in  Orlando. 


***  EXHIBITS  *** 


This  is  the  second  call  for  exhibits  for  the  1990  EAC  Convention.  We 
have  a  few  commitments,  but  plenty  of  cases  are  still  available.  We  would 
like  exhibits  on  all  phases  of  Early  American  Copper--state  coinage,  other 
colonials,  half  cents,  Sheldon  large  cents.  Middle  Date  large  cents,  late  date 
large  cents,  hard  times  tokens,  and  errors  and  curiosities  of  all  kinds.  If 
you  are  proud  of  your  collection,  share  it  with  us. 


If  you  wish  to  exhibit,  please  tell  me  what  you  plan  to  exhibit  and  how 
many  cases  you  will  need.  Send  this  information  to:  Mike  Packard,  4905  Village 
Drive,  Fairfax^J/A — 22Q3Q-.  Don '  L  del ay^ — -€&5£s_jn^e  reserved  on  a  first  come, 
f i rst  sje^vocTbasi s . 


There  are  still  two  speaker  openings  for  the  Forum  in  Orlando.  Already 
on  tap  are  Denis  Loring  ("Large  Cents  101")  and  R.  Tettenhorst  ("The  1854 
Copper-Nickel  Pattern  Half  Cent--Does  It  Exist?11!  Anyone  else  interested  in 
TpeaKing  is  urged  to' contact  the  tditor,  Harry  E.  Salyards,  606  North  Minnesota 
tjastings,  NE  68901. 
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American  Numismatic  Association 

!  WORLD'S  LARGEST  ORGANIZATION  FOR  COLLECTORS  OF  COINS,  TOKENS,  MEDALS  &  PAPER  MONEY 


CERTIFICATION  SERVICE 


Written  in  our  97th  Year 


December  21,  1987 


Eric  P.  Newman 
6450  Cecil  Avenue 
St.  Louis,  MO.  63105 


Dear  Eric: 

The  X-Ray  spectroscopy  was  performed  on  your  coins  yesterday,  the  results  are 
follows: 


1854  1/2  Cent  (suspected  copper-nickel  composition). 

1.  Area  tested-Obverse  above  and  to  the  right  of  the  date: 

A.  Elements  tested  Percentage  of  Element  in  Sample 

1.  Copper  79.96% 

2.  Tin  16.11% 

3.  Silver  3.88% 

4.  Nickel  .04%  Probably  a  trace  element 


2.  Area  tested-Miss  Liberty's  Profile: 

A.  Results  nearly  the  same  as  above  (under  1%  deviation) . 


1854  1/2  Cent  (Regular  Issue,  Copper) 

1.  Area  tested-Obverse  above  and  to  the  right  of  the  date: 

A.  Elements  tested  Percentage  of  Element  in  Sample 


1. 

Copper 

98.79% 

2. 

Tin 

.37% 

3. 

Silver 

.84% 

4. 

Nickel 

0% 

2.  Area  tested-Miss  Liberty's  Profile: 

A.  Results  nearly  the  same  as  above  (under  1%  deviation) . 

1856  1/2  Cent-Copper  Nickel 

1.  Area  tested-Obverse  above  and  to  the  right  of  the  date: 

A.  Elements  tested  Percentage  of  Element  in  Sample 


1. 

Copper 

91.10% 

2. 

Tin 

0% 

3. 

Silver 

0% 

4. 

Nickel 

8.90% 

818  North  Cascade  Avenue  •  Colorado  Springs,  CO  80903-3279  •  303  /  632-2646 


Eric  P.  Newman 
December  22,  1987 
Page- 2- Cont inued 


2.  Area  tested-Miss  Liberty’s  Profile: 

A.  Results  nearly  the  same  as  above  (under  1%  deviation) . 


1856  1/2  Cent-Copper 

1.  Area  tested- Obverse  above  and  to  the  right  of  the  date: 

A.  Elements  tested  Percentage  of  Element  in  Sample 


1. 

Copper 

99% 

2. 

Tin 

Trace 

3. 

Silver 

Trace 

4. 

Nickel 

Trace 

2.  Area  tested-Obverse-Miss  Liberty’s  Profile: 

B.  Results  nearly  the  same  as  above  (under  1%  deviation). 


I  am  at  a  loss  to  explain  the  composition  of  the  alloyed  1854  Half  Cent,  as  I  have 
seen  no  previous  text  mentioning  this  particular  alloy.  A  suggestion ^that  more  tin 
was  added  "in  an  attempt  to  prevent  the  bronze  pieces  from  tarnishing1'  can  be  found 
in  a  letter  of  James  C.  Booth,  the  melter  and  assayer  of  the  mint. 

This  portion  of  the  letter  is  paraphased  in  Judd’s  Pattern  Book  under  the  year  1854 


The  accounting  Department  will  bill  you  for  the  surface  analysis. 
I  hope  that  I  have  been  of  useful  service  to  you. 
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The  1854  Copper-Nickel  Pattern  Half  Cent  -  Does  It  Exist? 


Introduction 

There  are  three  purposes  to  this  article.  The  first  is  to  describe  the 
pleasure  of  an  experience  in  numismatic  research  that  extended  over  approximately 
fifteen  years.  The  second  purpose  is  to  demonstrate  that  almost  any  collector 
with  enough  patience  and  enthusiasm  can  engage  in  numismatic  research,  even 
though  he  may  not  be  one  of  EAC ' s  more  experienced  and  scholarly  members. 

The  third  purpose  is  to  disclose  the  answer  to  the  question  as  to  whether  the 

1854  copper-nickel  pattern  half  cent  exists. 

The  presentation  will  be  in  three  parts,  of  which  this  article  is  the 
first.  It  will  tell  how  the  question  arose  and  describe  the  search  for  the 
answer.  The  second  part  will  be  a  visual  and  oral  presentation  at  the  Forum 
during  EAC 1 s  1990  Convention  in  Orlando,  where  the  coin  will  be  displayed  and 

the  question  will  be  answered.  The  third  part  will  be  a  follow-up  article 

on  the  subject  which  will  be  submitted  to  Penny-Wise . 

A  Brief  Review  of  the  History  of  the  1854  Copper-Nickel  Pattern  Half  Cent 

The  first  published  listing  of  the  1854  copper-nickel  pattern  half  cent 
was  in  the  Adams  and  Woodin  book  entitled  United  States  Pattern,  Trial,  and 
Experimental  Pieces,  published  in  1913.  The  coin  was  listed  as  Adams-Woodin 
number  192  and  described  as  "unique."  In  1954  a  second  specimen  appeared  for 
the  first  time  in  the  Ande rson-Dupont  sale,  lot  1155.  The  variety  was  listed 
in  Judd's  United  States  Pattern,  Experimental  and  Trial  Pieces  (1959)  and  given 
the  number  155.  The  information  in  Judd  is  merely  a  restatement  of  what  appeared 
in  Adams-Woodin,  with  the  addition  of  the  second  specimen.  Similar  references 
were  in  Empire  Coin  Company's  United  States  Half  Cents  (1962);  in  the  first 
edition  of  Roger  Cohen's  American  Half  Cents  (1971);  and  in  Walter  Breen's 
Encyclopedia  of  United  States  and  Colonial  Proof  Coins  (1977).  By  the  time 
of  the  publication  of  Cohen's  second  edition  (1982)  and  Breen's  Encyclopedia 
of  U.S.  Half  Cents  (1983),  I  had  brought  the  question  as  to  the  existence  of 
the  coin  to  the  attention  of  those  authors.  It  is  discussed  on  page  123  of 
Cohen  and  page  451  of  Breen.  However,  the  seventh  edition  of  Judd,  revised 
by  Kosoff  in  1982,  still  listed  J155  as  "two  known." 


The  Spence  Sale  and  Its  Consequences 


The  Dupont  specimen  reappeared  as  lot  880  in  the  Spence  sale  on  March  15, 
1975,  exactly  fifteen  years  before  the  date  of  this  issue  of  Penny-Wise . 

I  examined  it  carefully  before  the  sale  and  then  bought  it  for  $1,700, 
a  price  approximately  four  times  that  of  a  regular  late  date  copper  proof, 
and  about  the  same  price  as  the  1856  copper-nickel  pattern  in  the  same 
sale.  The  price  was  less  than  I  had  expected,  because  twenty  years  earlier, 

in  the  Anderson-Dupont  sale,  the  same  coin  had  sold  for  $350,  which  was 

about  eight  times  the  current  price  for  a  late  date  proof,  and  four  times 
the  price  of  an  1856  copper-nickel  pattern. 

The  coin  seemed  perfectly  satisfactory  to  me.  It  had  a  golden  color 
well  within  the  normal  range  of  naturally  toned  examples  of  the  1856  copper- 
nickel  pattern  half  cent.  In  fact,  there  was  a  slight  edge  nick  which 
almost  served  the  function  of  a  chop  mark.  Inside  the  nick  the  coin  was 
also  an  appropriate  brassy  color.  Moreover,  the  coin  was  accompanied  by 
the  envelope  from  the  Dupont  sale. 

When  I  got  the  coin  home,  however,  something  vaguely  troubled  me  about 
it.  There  was  something  not  quite  as  good  as  it  ought  to  be,  but  I  couldn't 

figure  out  what.  Eventually,  it  dawned  on  me  that  it  was  too  good.  The 

coin  was  simply  too  well  struck  up.  It  was  fully  struck  on  both  the  obverse 
and  reverse,  particularly  the  denticles. 

To  understand  the  significance  of  this,  one  has  to  realize  that  the 
1856  copper-nickel  half  cent  pattern  never  comes  fully  struck  up.  I  had 
unsuccessfully  searched  for  years  for  a  fully  struck  example.  Each  one 
I  had  seen  or  heard  of  had  significant  areas  of  flatness  in  the  hair  and 
on  several  leaves,  plus  a  consistently  mushy  area  lacking  details  in  many 
of  the  denticles.  The  illustrations  on  pages  456  and  457  of  Breen's  Encyclo¬ 
pedia  of  U.S.  Half  Cents,  and  those  below  in  this  article,  clearly  show 
that.  The  explanation  always  given  was  that  the  nickel  was  a  harder  metal 
than  copper,  and  that  the  coinage  presses  in  the  Mint  used  for  striking 
*  copper  coins  lacked  sufficient  pressure  to  fully  bring  up  the  details  onto 
the  faces  of  the  tougher  copper-nickel  planchet.  Yet,  here  was  this  1854 
specimen  struck  two  years  earlier,  supposedly  from  the  same  material,  without 
a  trace  of  flatness.  Why?  Perhaps  since  only  two  of  the  1854  patterns 
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were  made,  a  special  setting  was  made  in  the  coinage  press  to  make  sure 

that  the  details  were  sharp.  But,  at  the  same  time,  there  was  now  uncertainty 

as  to  whether  these  pieces  were  made  of  cooper-nickel. 

Next,  I  considered  the  weights  of  the  respective  coins,  and  the  doubts 
multiplied.  The  normal  copper  half  cents  of  the  1850s  weighed  about  84 
grains.  I  had  not  seen  specimens  that  varied  significantly  from  this  standard. 
The  1856  copper-nickel  patterns  weighed  consistently  in  the  range  of  70 
to  72  grains.  This  1854  pattern  was  listed  in  the  Anderson-Dupont  catalogue 
as  weighing  84  grains,  and  the  comment  was  repeated  in  the  Spence  sale 
catalogue.  Quickly,  I  popped  my  new  acquisition  on  the  scale,  and  the 
result  was  an  unambiguous  84.1  grains.  Uh,  oh,  trouble  in  River  City! 

Not  knowing  precisely  what  to  do  next,  I  consulted  a  friend  and  neighbor, 
the  noted  numismatist,  Eric  P.  Newman.  He  had  no  explanation  for  the  differences 
in  strike  and  weight  between  this  1854  and  the  1856  patterns,  if  they  were 
made  of  the  same  metal.  He  offered  to  send  the  coin  to  a  friend  in  the 
chemistry  laboratory  at  Washington  University  in  St.  Louis  for  an  X-ray 
spectroscope,  which  he  said  would  determine  clearly  what  the  metallic  content 
was  without  damaging  the  coin. 


We  sent  the  coin  off,  together  with  a  regular  copper  1854  proof,  a 
copper  1856  proof,  and  a  copper-nickel  1856  pattern. 

When  the  results  came  back,  they  were  clear.  The  Dupont-Spence  coin, 
except  for  traces  of  impurities,  was  all  copper,  just  as  were  the  1854 
and  1856  regular  metal  proofs.  The  1856  copper-nickel  pattern  showed 
a  clear  presence  of  around  10  percent  nickel. 

Naturally,  my  feelings  were  mixed.  I  had  made  an  interesting  discovery, 
but  at  the  price  of  realizing  that  I  did  not  have  the  rare  coin  I  thought 
1  had  purchased.  I  returned  the  coin  to  Stack's  with  a  copy  of  the  chemical 
analysis.  I  received  back  a  prompt  refund  along  with  a  gracious  letter 
of  regret. 

Next,  of  course,  my  thoughts  turned  to  the  other  specimen.  The  Adams-Woodin 
piece  now  had  the  adjective  "unique"  restored  to  it.  But,  how  sure  was 
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I  that  it  was  made  of  copper-nickel?  Perhaps  it  was  also  an  unusually 
toned  brassy  looking  regular  copper  proof.  So  began  The  Search. 

The  Hunt  for  Brown  October 

First,  I  looked  to  see  if  I  could  find  a  picture  of  the  Adams-Woodin 
coin,  which  might  show  whether  it  was  fully  struck  or  not.  No  luck.  Nor 
could  I  find  any  reference  to  its  weight.  Then  I  asked  people  who  might 
have  seen  the  coin  if  they  remembered  whether  or  not  it  was  fully  struck. 
Actually,  no  one  recalled  ever  having  seen  the  coin,  since  it  had  disappeared 
from  view  many  years  earlier. 

Eventually,  I  learned  that  the  Adams-Woodin  specimen  had  reappeared 
in  the  Farouk  sale  as  part  of  lot  1750,  combined  with  an  1855  copper  $10 
U.S.  pattern.  The  two-coin  lot  sold  for  thirty  Egyptian  Pounds,  or  around 
$90. 


The  next  bit  of  information  that  I  received  was  that  it  had  been  bought 
at  the  Farouk  sale  by  a  Florida  dealer  named  Randall.  My  search  took  on 
a  new  direction. 

Some  interesting  information  and  lively  anecdotes  about  Mr.  Randall 
surfaced.  Unfortunately,  included  in  the  information  was  that  he  was  deceased, 
as  was  Mrs.  Randall.  No  one  had  the  slightest  clue  as  to  who  might  have 
been  a  customer  of  his  for  a  coin  such  as  an  1854  copper-nickel  pattern 
half  cent. 

A  gnawing  worry  invaded  my  thoughts.  Suppose  that  the  coin  was,  as 
I  believed  possible,  only  a  regular  copper  1854  half  cent.  But,  suppose 
further  that  it  had  become  somehow  separated  from  its  pedigree,  so  that 
there  was  nothing  to  link  this  ordinary  half  cent  with  its  distinguished 
history.  We  would  then  be  forever  deprived  of  the  opportunity  to  establish 
conclusively  that  the  1854  copper-nickel  pattern  did  not  exist.  It  would 
retain  forever  the  theoretical  possibility  of  reemergence  and  thus  sink 
into  that  dismal  abyss  of  unresolved  and  unresolvable  questions.  (Urgent 
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request  --  All  of  you  who  own  important  or  pedigreed  coins,  please  keep 


the  pedigrees  with  the  coins  for  the  benefit  of  future  investigators.) 

Years  passed.  More  years.  Every  so  often  I  would  meet  someone  I 
thought  might  possibly  know  the  location  of  the  coin.  But  when  I  asked, 
no  one  had  even  a  hunch. 

Eureka!  The  Norweb  Sale 

Suddenly,  one  day  in  early  1987  the  phone  rang.  It  was  Frank  Wilkinson. 
"You  know  the  half  cents  in  the  Norweb  collection  are  going  to  be  sold 
by  Bowers  and  Merena  in  a  few  months,  don't  you?"  he  asked.  "Yes,"  I  replied 
"I  am  really  looking  forward  to  it."  "There  is  a  coin  in  there  that  I 
think  you  have  been  looking  for,"  said  Frank  mischievously.  When  he  told 
me  it  was  the  Farouk  specimen  of  the  1854  copper-nickel  pattern,  I  literally 
jumped  out  of  my  chair.  Frank  further  told  me  that  Del  Bland  had  seen 
the  coin  and  considered  it  to  be  a  regular  1854  copper  half  cent. 


As  soon  as  the  coins  were  available  for  inspection,  I  rushed  to  see 
them.  There  were,  of  course,  many  fabulous  half  cents.  However,  the  star 
for  me  was  lot  134,  something  that  I  believed  to  be  common  -  namely  an 
ordinary  copper  1854  half  cent.  Almost  from  across  the  room  I  could  see 
that  it  was  fully  struck  up.  The  color  was  within  the  normal  range  of 
natural  toning,  and  the  weight  was  given  as  83.4  grains,  approximately 
the  standard  of  the  regular  issue  copper  half  cents. 

Eureka!  Eureka!  The  undiscovery  of  a  variety!  The  description  in 
the  catalogue  gave  a  fair  recital  of  the  doubts  concerning  the  metallic 
content  of  the  coin,  repeating  Breen's  comments  at  length.  However,  no 
actual  analysis  had  been  made. 

Apparently,  most  others,  but  not  everyone,  shared  my  view  that  the 
coin  was  merely  a  regular  copper  one.  I  bought  it  for  $1,980.  I  considered 
that  its  actual  value,  except  for  its  historical  interest,  was  in  the  range 
of  $100.  The  excess  I  regarded  as  a  philanthropic  contribution  to  further 
the  study  of  numismatics.  Again,  with  the  assistance  of  Eric  Newman,  the 
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coin  was  sent  off  for  non-destructive  metal  analysis,  this  time  to  the 
ANA  certification  service  which  secured  the  cooperation  of  the  personnel 
at  Colorado  College. 

Shown  below  are  pictures  of  the  Woodin-Farouk-Norweb  specimen,  along 
with  a  regular  uncirculated  1854  copper  half  cent  and  an  1856  copper-nickel 
pattern . 


1854  regular  issue 


REVERSE 


1854  Copper-Nickel  Pattern  ???  Woodin-Farouk-Norweb 


1856  Copper-Nickel 
-6- 


Pattern 


At  the  EAC  convention  in  Orlando,  I  plan  to  display  these  coins. 

At  the  Forum  I  will  present  the  results  of  the  metallic  analysis  and  make 
a  few  other  comments  about  the  pleasures  of  the  hunt  for  numismatic  information. 
Any  EAC  member  who  will  not  be  in  Orlando  is  invited  to  study  the  evidence 
presented  above  and  send  me  a  vote  as  to  whether  the  coin  is  a  regular 
copper  half  cent,  copper-nickel  pattern,  or  something  else.  If  you  believe 
it  is  not  a  copper-nickel  pattern,  I  would  welcome  any  speculation  as  to 
how  an  otherwise  careful  numismatist  such  as  Mr.  Woodin  could  have  made 
such  a  mistake.  Please  write  me  at  P.0.  Box  14020,  St.  Louis,  MO  63178. 

Those  who  are  going  to  be  in  Orlando  will  have  an  opportunity  to  see  the 
coin  before  the  Forum  and  cast  a  vote  after  direct  inspection. 

Also,  for  those  not  going  to  Orlando,  I  plan  to  submit  my  remarks  at  the 
Forum  for  publication  in  Penny-Wise . 


R.  TETTENHORST 
February  26,  1990 
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'J”K £.  1854  Copper-Nickel  Pattern  Half  Cent  -  Does  It  Exist? 

Introduction 

There  are  three  purposes  to  this  article.  The  first  is  to  describe  the  pleasure 
of  an  experience  in  numismatic  research  that  extended  over  approximately  fifteen 


The  second  purpose  is  to  demonstrate  that  almost  any  collector  with 


enough  patience  can  engage  in  numismatic  research.  You  do  not  have  to  be  one 
of  EAC ' s  more  experienced  and  scholarly  members  in  order  to  make  a  contribution 
to  knowledge  in  our  field.  The  third  purpose  of  this  article  will  be  to  disclose 
the  answer  to  the  question  as  to  whether  the  1854  copper-nickel  pattern  half 

cent  exists. 


The  second  part  will  be  a  visual  and  oral  presentation  at  EAC ' s  1990  Convention 
in  Orlando.  The  coins  will  be  displayed.  At  the  forum,  the  answer  to  the 


question  will  be  revealed  and  discussed.  The  third  portion  will  be  a  written 
summary  the  next  issue  of  Penny-Wise  for  those  not  able 


to  be  at  the  Orlando  Convention. 


page  2 


A  Brief  Review  of  the  History  of  the  1854  Copper-Nickel  Pattern  Half  Cent 


The  first  published  listing  of  this  coin  was  in  the  Adams|jWoodin  book  entitled 

(JUbl  'nji,  aJ>  6c 


published  in 


The  coin  was  listed  as  Adams- 


Wood  in  number 


m 


and  described  as  "unique"  wi Lir~t)n  1  y  r h r,„  full . . 


Vi 

The 


aruJ*  fdttoAAA  y  i/l^ 

EJyi*r>was  listed  in'Tudd's  jp aiyfrexhTg^ ^  ^  ^  )  and  8iven  t^ie 

55 


The  information  there  is  merely  a  restatement  of  what 


g^t,A 

Empire  ife&u  Half  Cents 

ei<Gs~i 


appeared  in  Adams-Woodin,A  Similar  references  exist  in  _ 

^  -pW  -6/UJb 


\ai)Ao^i^Bii^ej?irr  By  the  time  of  Cohen's  ^mpylcAn  'Half  "and^Breen 1  s  Encyclopedia 


C\w)  X  Iv-aI  -b  4^ 

of  U.S.  Half  Cents,  the  question  as  to  the  existence  of  the  coin  tt.n<)..,ar;ifj»w  j-'1-'  ojjXXa 


Xt  Ia 

dhd.-<^lJ3s«^discussed  on  page  }  Q3  of  Cohen  and  page  /  of  Breen. 


In  1954  a  second  specimen  appeared  for  the  first  time  in  the  Anderson-Dupont 

j  ^  j - ~yr\ —  /\ _ _ _ . _  ^  j 

yTher^af tiyer ,  J>4d)^,  in  thjzr^ _ ~/Y  e d^FjTi on,  ^dhangg 


TW  Spence  Sale  and  Its  Consequences _ 

xJk  AAA 

0^71^) 


1/  [j  -**  o/t jui 

/^jf  -m  ms,  i£i|  bdU)  3/yy  L  ' 

/  ^  Uur  ^  f  AC 

cm  L  stU,^JA^ 


(D 


February  16,  1990 


The  Dupont  specimen  reappeared  as  lot  M  ^  ^ _  In  tke  Spence  sale 


on  March  15,  1975,  exactly  fifteen  years  the  date  of  this  issue 


of  Penny-Wise.  I  examined  it  carefully  before  the  sale  and  then  bought 

Mi  W2. 

it  for  a  price  approximately  four  times  that  of  a  regular^copper  proof  j 
The  coin  seemed  perfectly  satisfactory  to  me.  It  had  a  golden 


color  well  within  the  normal  range  of  toned  examples  of  the  1856  copper-nickel 
pattern  half  cent.  In  fact,  there  was  a  slight  edge  nick  which  served 
almost  in  the  function  of  a  choP  mark-  Inside  the  nick 

the  coin  was  also  an  appropriately  brassy  color.  Moreover,  the  coin  was 
accompanied  by  the  envelope  from  the  Dupont  sale^  — 


When  I  got  the  coin  home,  however,  something  vaguely  troubled  me  about 


it.  There  was  something  not  quite  as  good  as  it  ought  to  be,  but  I  couldn  t 


'1ts° 


figure  out  what.  Eventually,  it  dawned  on  me;  "the  coin  was  simply  too 


ell  struck  up.  It  was  fully  struck  the  obverse  and  reverse 


A 


^aa^the  aenti 


cles  on  both  sides. 


understand  the  significance  of  this,  one  has  to  know  that  the  1856  copper- 


nickel  half  cent  pattern  never  comes  fully  struck  up.  I  had  unsuccessfully 

i*ul\ 

searched  for  years  for  a  fully  struck  specimen.  .-E-ve^ ycrrre  I  had  ever  seen 


r 


VL rv> 


()j2ALAM£j2- 


vl n*> 


AtSU  JiX  Lla^  4^  ^3>50  KxyXxU^A 

$$)  ojAA&ZX  t  4a  a.  Arfi  * {jti  ,  oa*4  4 — ^ 


■'VW  - ^  A  <AXJL  WU 


or  heard  of  had  significant  areas  of  flatness  in  the  hair  and  on  several 


leaves,  plus  a  consistently  mushy  area  lacking  details  in  many  of  the  denticles. 
«»~v  M56? 

dL^vtjL (JjimsJ* M  • 

The  explanation  always  given  was  that  the  ni 


ickel  was  a  much  harder  material, 

and  that  the  coinage  presses  in  the  Mint  used  for  striking  coins  lacked 
sufficient  pressure  to  impress  the  details  fully  into  the  surface  of  the 
tougher  copper  nickel  planchet.  Yet,  here  was  this  1854  specimen  struck 
two  years  earlier,  supposedly  from  the  same  material,  without  a  trace  of 
flatness.  Perhaps 

since  only  two  of  the  1854s  were  made,  special  care  was  taken  with  extra 
blows  of  the  coinage  press  to  make  sure  that  the  details  were  clear.  But, 
at  the  same  time,  there  was  a  clear  doubt  that  the  coin  in  my  hand  was 
made  of  coppery-nickel. 

f 


Next,  I  considered  the  weights  of  the  respective  coins,  and  the  doubts 

multiplied.  The  copper  half  cents  of  the  1850s  weighed  84  grains.  I  had 

not  seen  specimens  that  varied  significantly  from  this  standard.  The  1856 

copper^nickel  patterns  weighed  consistently  in  the  range  of  70  to  ^grains. 
TW  ca^A 

Quickly,  I  popped  the  new  acquisition  on'  my  scale,  and  the  result  was  an 
— wuie^uivieai  84.1  grains.  Uh,  oh,  trouble  in  River  City! 


Not  knowing  precisely  what  to  do  next,  I  consulted  a  friend  and  neighbor, 

the  noted  numismatist,  Eric  P.  Newman.  He  had  no  explanation  for  the  difference! 

from  the  expected  strike  and  weight  of  a  copper  nickel  pattern.  He  offered 


to  send  the  coin  to  a  friend  in  the  chemistry  lab  at  Washington  University 
for  an  X-ray  spectroscope,  which  he  said  would  determine  clearly  what  the 
metallic  content  was  without  damaging  the  coin. 


We  sent  the  coin  off,  together  with  a  regular  copper  1854  proof,  a  copper 
1856  proof,  and  a  copper ^lickel  1856  pattern. 


TW 


When  the  results  came  back,  they  were  unambiguous.  H^VjTew  coin,  except 

A 

for  traces  of  impurities,  was  all  coppei^  just  as  were  the  1854  and  1856 
regular  metal  proofs.  The  1856  copper-nickel  pattern  showed  a  clear  presence 

-JU.  f 

of  around  10  percent  HtekftA-4^ 


Naturally,  my  feelings  were  mixed.  I  had  made  an  interesting  discovery, 
but  at  the  price  of  realizing  that  I  did  not  have  the  rare  coin  I  thought 
I  had  purchased.  I  returned  the  coin  to  Stack's  with  a  copy  of  the  chemical 
analysis.  I  received  back  a  prompt  refund  along  with  a  gracious  letter 
of  regret. 


Next,  of  course,  my  thoughts  turned  to  the  other  specimen.  The  Adams-Woodin 
piece  now  had  the  adjective  "unique"  restored  to  it.  But,  how  sure  was 


I  that  it  was  ^copper— nickel?  Perhaps  it  was  also  an  unusually  toned 

A  t 

brassy  looking  regular  copper  proof.  So  began  The  Search. 


The  Search  for  Brown  October 


First,  I  looked  to  see  if  I  could  find  a  picture  of  the  Adams-Woodin  coin, 


CJfrdJ)  U. yi^-^Ck. 


which  might  show  whether  it  was  fully  struck  or  not.  No  luck.  Then  I 

A. 

asked  people  who  might  have  seen  the  coin  if  they  remembered  whether  or 
not  it  was  fully  struck.  Actually,  no  one  recalled  ever  having  seen  the 


coin,  since  it  had  disappeared  from  view  many  years  earlier. 


Eventually,  I  was  told  that  the  Adams-Woodin  specimen  had  reappeared  in 
the  Farouk  sale.  I  obtained  a  copy  of  the  catalog.  Sure  enough,  there 
it  was  as  part  of  lot  B  1 1  M 

'  /S55  coj> df  a.  ^/0 

of^l^t^b<==©d2h^ci@^  combined  with  av^ _  --  yCgxt^iT^y^i^s±mi:dra-r-e.nciu^i 

'1W.  Hurt)  -  Lctk m  lUl  4 (VvmJIa  ;  (M  oJ-t^CUAi)  -*,30  t 

to-  meet  anyhochres — reuud_-remen t  for— -trhe  d e firiTCinm^of  llmisceJ_Laneeu^---lTrg,1 1 1 


The  next  bit  of  information  that  I  received  was  that  it  had  been  bought 
at  the  Farouk  sale  by  a  Florida  dealer  named  Randall.  My  search  took  on 

a  new  direction. 


Some  interesting  information  and  lively  arrfidtrtu-s  about  Mr.  Randall  surfaced. 
Unfortunately,  included  in  that  information  that  I  was  given  was  that  he 


was  deceased,  as  was  Mrs.  Randall.  No  one  had  the  slightest  clue  as  to 
who  might  have  been  a  customer  of  his  for  a  coin  such  as  an  1854  copper 
nickel  pattern  half  cent. 


A  gnawing  worry  invaded  my  thoughts.  Suppose  that  the  coin  was,  as  I  believed 
possible,  only  a  regular  copper  1854  half  cent.  But,  suppose  further  that 
it  had  become  somehow  separated  from  its  pedigree,  so  that  there  was  nothing 
to  link  this  ordinary  half  cent  with  its  distinguished  history.  We  would 
then  be  forever  deprived  of  the  opportunity  to  establish  conclusively  that 
the  1854  copper  nickel  pattern  did  not  exist.  It  would  retain  forever 
the  theoretical  possibility  of  reemergence  and  thus  sink  into  that  dismal 


abyss  of  unresolved^questions .  (Urgent  request  --  All  of  you  who  own 
important  or  pedigreed  coins,  please  keep  the  pedigrees  with  the  coins 


for  the  benefit  of  future  investigators.) 


Years  passed.  More  years.  Every  so  often  I  would  meet  someone^\fcMT  might 
possibly/(now  the  location  of  the  coin#  and-4ttqu-irrer.  But  no  one  had  even 


Eureka !  The  Norweb  Sale 


Suddenly,  one  day  in  early  198^  the  phone  rang.  It  was  Frank  Wilkinson. 

Ul'f  tw 

"You  know  the  Norweb  collection  pjj  going  to  be  sold  by  Bowers  and  Merena 
A 

in  a  few  months,  don't  you?"  he  asked.  "Yes,"  I  replied,  "I  am  really 

-kL&AjC'- 

looking  forward  to  it."  "There  is  a  coin  in-tfrexr-  that  I  think  you  have 
been  looking  for,"  said  Frank  mischievously.  When  he  told  me  it  was  the 
NAd'ias^Woodin-'Farouk  specimen  of  the  1854  copper  nickel  pattern,  I  literally 
jumped  out  of  my  chair.  Frank  further  told  me  that  Del  Bland  had  seen 
the  coin  and  considered  it  to  be  a  regular  1854  copper  half  centi. 


As  soon  as  the  coins  were  available  for  inspection,  I  rushed  to  see  they*|4 

WlK  . 

There  were,  of  course,  many  fabulous  cjai»«..  However,  the 

vne  l$~  i 

star  for  manyv.was  something  that  I  believe#  to  be  among 

A 

one  of  the  least  rare  half  cents  in  the  collection,  namely  a)r)ordinary  coppe 
1854.  Almost  from  across  the  room  I  could  see  that  it  was  fully  struck 
up.  The  color  was  within  the  normal  range  of  toning,  and  the  weight  was 


Eureka!  Eureka!  The  undiscovery  of  a  variety!  The  description  in  the 
catalog  gave  a  fair  recital  of  the  doubts  concerning  the  metallic  content 
of  the  coinA^JiWUAno  actual  analysis  had  been  made. 
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Apparently,  most  others* shared  my  view  that  the  coin  was  merely  a  regular^ 

%  .ih&j:  *4  *--*&*«u 

copper  one.  I  was  able  to  buy  it  for  $  $  0  0  I  considered  that  its 

actually  value,  except  for  its  historical  interest,  was  in  the  range  of 


$100.  Everything  over  that  I  regarded  as  a  philanthropic  contribution 
made  to  further  the  study  of  numismatics.  Again, 


the  assistance 

of  Eric  Newman,  the  coin  off  to  be  analyzed^ -and- -begaTr~con t e  mpl-a-feing»- 


^the- i 


4avM'<L  ~fo  'Ha#  ^ 
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Shown  below  are  pictures  of  the  Ad^mfhAWoodin-Farouk-dSforweb  specimen,  along 
with  a  regular  uncirculated  1854  copper  half  cent  and  an  1856  copper  nickel 
pattern. 


[ILLUSTRATIONS  HERE] 

At  the  EAC  convention  in  Orlando,  I  plan  to  display  these  coins.  At  the 
Forum  I  will  present  the  results  of  the  metallic  analysis  and  make  a  few 
other  comments  about  the  pleasures  of  the  hunt  for  numismatic  information. 
Any  EAC  member  who  will  not  be  in  Orlando  is  invited  to  study  the  evidence 
presented  above  and  send  me  a  vote  as  to  whether  the  coin  is  a  regular 
copper  half  cent,  copper  nickel  pattern,  or  something  else.  If  you  believe 
it  is  not  a  copper  nickel  pattern,  I  would  welcome  any  speculation  as  to 
how  an  otherwise  careful  numismatist  such  as  Mr.  Woodin  could  have  made 

such  a  mistake.  Please  write  me  at  P.0.  Box  14020,  St.  Louis,  MO  63178. 
Those  who  are  going  to  be  in  Orlando  will  have  an  opportunity  to  see  the 


coin  before  the  Forum  and  cast  a  vote  after  direct  inspection. 


Also,  for  those  not  going  to  Orlando,  I  plan  to  summarize  my  remarks  at 


the  Forum  in  a  follow-up  article  in  the  next  issue  of  Penny-Wise . 


R.  TETTENHORST 


The  1854  Copper-Nickel  Pattern  Half  Cent  -  Does  It  Exist? 


Introduction 

There  are  three  purposes  to  this  article.  The  first  is  to  describe  the 
pleasure  of  an  experience  in  numismatic  research  that  extended  over  approximately 
fifteen  years.  The  second  purpose  is  to  demonstrate  that  almost  any  collector 


with  enough  patience. can  engage  in  numismatic  research. 

2*  '*  / 

u 

one  of  EAC ' s  more  experienced  and  scholarly  members  Lb 


--eentribut  i  on 


i:o  V.nowlo4go-±a— o-ur  fie-l-d.  The  third  purpose  eefc=fekdrf>-  a-r  tie  I  to  disclose 

the  answer  to  the  question  as  to  whether  the  1854  copper-nickel  pattern  half 

cent  exists. 


The  presentation  will  be  in  three  parts,  of  which  this  article  is  the 


first.  It  will  tell  how  the  question  arose  and  describe  the  search  for  the 

^-{ruvm 

answer.  The  second  part  will  be  a  visual  and  oral  present at ion^at^EAC ' s  1990 

lyixJljLAJL 

Convention  in  Orlando^.  Tl^  coins  will  be  displayed^  Afer-^h^_f o.r±tm^--the^  answer-  ^  ^ 

^  -follOO-O-p 

jsa  the  question  will  be  -s-a-v-^-T-e d— an-d-  dincurwind  The  third  part  will  be  ^aylre-rtrgga- 


Penny-Wise 


a  Review  rsf  h,0  History  of  the  1854  Copper-Nickel  Pattern  Half  Cent 

-W^rSs^f 

The  first  published  listing  of^this— coin  was  in  the  Adams  and  Woodin  book 
entitled  United  States  Pattern,  Trial,  and  Experimental  Pieces,  published  in 
1913.  The  coin  was  listed  as  Adams-Woodin  number  192  and  described  as  "unique." 


In  1954  a  second  specimen  appeared  for  the  first  time  in  the  Anderson-Dupont 

V4 

sale,  lot  1155.  The  variety  was  listed  in  Judd  s  United  States  Pettern,  Experimental 

tsvXj  j  ucUL 

and  Trial  Pieces  (1959)  and  given  the  number  155.  The  information  there  is 
merely  a  restatement  of  what  appeared  in  Adams-Woodin ,  with  the  addition  of 
the  second  specimen.  Similar  references  exars-t  in  Empire  United  States  Half 

f\ - 

Cents  (1962)^  in  the  first  edition  of  Roger  Cohen's  American  Half  Cents  (1971),"  ^ 


and  in  Walter  Breen's  Encyclopedia  of  United  States  and  Colonial  Proof  Coins 
(1977).  By  the  time  of^Cohen's  second  edition  (1982)  and  Breen's  Encyclopedia 


of  U.S.  Half  Cents  (1983),  I  had  brought  the  question  as  to  the  existence  of 
the  coin  to  the  attention  of  -bke"  authors.  It  is  discussed  on  page  123  of  Cohen 


and  page  451  of  Breen.  However,  the  seventh  edition  of  Judd,  revised  by  Kosoff 


-  f  heh  1  nrL^KAn  rnpmh e 


'  Spence  Sale  and  Its  Consequences 


The  Dupont  specimen  reappeared  as  lot  880  in  the  Spence  sale  on  March  15, 


1975,  exactly  fifteen  years  before  the  date  of  this  issue  of  Penny-Wise . 
I  examined  it  carefully  before  the  sale  and  then  bought  it  for^a  price 
approximately  four  times  that  of  a  regular  late  date  copper  proof,  and 


fLAMlA-' 


about  the  same^as  the  1856  copper-nickel  pattern  in  the  same  sale.  The 


price  was  less  than  I  had  expected,  because  twenty  years  earlier,  in  the 

4k t  Sftvrt&Goi* 

Anderson-Dupont  sale,  had  sold  for  $350,  which  was  about  eight  times 


the  current  price  for  a  late  date  proof,  and  four  times  the  price  of  an 


1856  copper-nickel  pattern. 


The  coin  seemed  perfectly  satisfactory  to  me.  It  had  a  golden  color 


well  within  the  normal  range  of^toned  examples  of  the  1856  copper-nickel 

cb^t 

pattern  half  cent.  In  fact,  there  was  a  slight  edge  nick  which^served 
^bgio^^^the  function  of  a  chop  mark.  Inside  the  nick  the  coin  was  also 
an  appropriate^^ brassy  color.  Moreover,  the  coin  was  accompanied  by  the 
envelope  from  the  Dupont  sale." 


When  I  got  the  coin  home,  however,  something  vaguely  troubled  me  about 
it.  There  was  something  not  quite  as  good  as  it  ought  to  be,  but  I  couldn't 

V 


figure  out  what.  Eventually,  it  dawned  on  mey^  it  was  too  good.  The  coin 
was  simply  too  well  struck  up.  It  was  fully  struck  on  both  the  obverse 
and  reverse,  ^tolu-d-in-g  the  denticles  oa-bot-h  -sides . 


To  understand  the  significance  of  this,  one  has  to  knew  that  the  1856 


copper-nickel  half  cent  pattern  never  comes  fully  struck  up.  I  had  unsuccessful 
searched  for  years  for  a  fully  struck  s^e-edmen.  Each  one  I  had  e>^r  seen 


or  heard  of  had  significant  areas  of  flatness  in  the  hair  and  on  several 
leaves,  plus  a  consistently  mushy  areaHlacking  details  Yin  many  of  the  denticles. 


The  illustrations  on  pages  456  and  457  of  Breen's  HEgjffk,  and  those  below 

A 

in  this  article,  clearly  iliue-t-ra-te  that.  The  explanation  always  given 

/waU 

was  that  the  nickel  was  a  -Botch,  harder  material ,  and  that  the  coinage  presses 

A 

in  the  Mint  used  for  striking^coins  lacked  sufficient  pressure  to^impre&a-  ' 
the  details  -fttiiy  -in-fro  the  the  tougher  copper-nickel  planchet. 


Yet,  here  was  this  1854  specimen  struck  two  years  earlier,  supposedly  from 


the  same  material,  without  a  trace  of  flatness.  Why?  Perhaps  since  only 
two  of  pEfd  1854/  were  made,  special  &ar^-wae-taken  with-e-xLia  blowy  'TJf 

K  '  K  K. 

the  coinage  press  to  make  sure  that  the  details  were  cJU*a-r .  But,  at  the 

o*  ts  CtsUtf^JUUu^ 

same  time,  there  was^a-^ciLetff  doubt  rha-t-the  ..coin  in-  my  hand^wa-s- made  of 
copper-nickel  «J 


Next,  I  considered  the  weights  of  the  respective  coins,  and  the  doubts 
stUA 

multiplied.  The^ copper  half  cents  of  the  1850s  weighed  84  grains.  I  had 
not  seen  specimens  that  varied  significantly  from  this  standard.  The  1856 
copper-nickel  patterns  weighed  consistently  in  the  range  of  70  to  72  grains. 


This  was  listed  in  the  Anderson-Dupont  catalogue  as  weighing  84  grains, 

and  the  comment  was  repeated  in  the  Spence  sale  catalogue.  Quickly,  I 
popped  t^he"  new^acquisition  on^  scale,  and  the  result  was  an  unambiguous 
84.1  grains.  Uh,  oh,  trouble  in  River  City! 


Not  knowing  precisely  what  to  do  next,  I  consulted  a  friend  and  neighbor, 

»  the  noted  numismatist,  Eric  P.  Newman.  He  had  no  explanation  for  the  differences 
^i£gST.  t  he.-  expe  c  t  e-d'-e 1  r  ike  -an  d  wo  i-gh^-xx£_-a-^iapp>a-r  -■  n  ir&kc  l^-pa&t-ern .  He  offered 
to  send  the  coin  to  a  friend  in  the  chemistry  tab1  at  Washington  University  U\ 


for  an  X-ray  spectroscope,  which  he  said  would  determine  clearly  what  the 
metallic  content  was  without  damaging  the  coin. 


We  sent  the  coin  off,  together  with  a  regular  copper  1854  proof,  a 
copper  1856  proof,  and  a  copper-nickel  1856  pattern. 


When  the  results  came  back,  they  were  unambiguous .  The  Dupont-Spence 


coin,  except  for  traces  of  impurities,  was  all  copper,  just  as  were  the 


1854  and  1856  regular  metal  proofs.  The  1856  copper-nickel  pattern  showed 
a  clear  presence  of  around  10  percent  nickel. 


Naturally,  my  feelings  were  mixed.  I  had  made  an  interesting  discovery, 
but  at  the  price  of  realizing  that  I  did  not  have  the  rare  coin  I  thought 
I  had  purchased.  I  returned  the  coin  to  Stack's  with  a  copy  of  the  chemical 
analysis.  I  received  back  a  prompt  refund  along  with  a  gracious  letter 
of  regret. 


Next,  of  course,  my  thoughts  turned  to  the  other  specimen.  The  Adams-Woodin 
piece  now  had  the  adjective  "unique"  restored  to  it.  But,  how  sure  was 
I  that  it  was  made  of  copper-nickel?  Perhaps  it  was  also  an  unusually 
toned  brassy  looking  regular  copper  proof.  So  began  The  Search. 


The  Search  for  Brown  October 


First,  I  looked  to  see  if  I  could  find  a  picture  of  the  Adams-Woodin 
coin,  which  might  show  whether  it  was  fully  struck  or  not.  No  luck.  Nor 
could  I  find  any  reference  to  its  weight.  Then  I  asked  people  who  might 
have  seen  the  coin  if  they  remembered  whether  or  not  it  was  fully  struck. 
Actually,  no  one  recalled  ever  having  seen  the  coin,  since  it  had  disappeared 
from  view  many  years  earlier. 


Eventually,  I  vutc  to id  that  the  Adams-Woodin  specimen  had  reappeared 


in  the  Farouk  saleZ 


sr  c<5py— Of  the  'Catalogas-: - Sure  entm-ghr 


^ /V  U/S < 

part  of  lot  1750,  combined  with  an  1855  copper^pattern & 


The  two-coin  lot  sold  for  thirty  Egyptian  Pounds,  or  around 


$90. 


The  next  bit  of  information  that  I  received  was  that  it  had  been  bought 
at  the  Farouk  sale  by  a  Florida  dealer  named  Randall.  My  search  took  on 

a  new  direction. 

Some  interesting  information  and  lively  anecdotes  about  Mr.  Randall 

-tie 

surfaced.  Unfortunately,  included  in  -tbra-fe-  information  th^fc=T-—was  -  given 
was  that  he  was  deceased,  as  was  Mrs.  Randall.  No  one  had  the  slightest 
clue  as  to  who  might  have  been  a  customer  of  his  for  a  coin  such  as  an 
1854  copper-nickel  pattern  half  cent. 

A  gnawing  worry  invaded  my  thoughts.  Suppose  that  the  coin  was,  as 
I  believed  possible,  only  a  regular  copper  1854  half  cent.  But,  suppose 
further  that  it  had  become  somehow  separated  from  its  pedigree,  so  that 
there  was  nothing  to  link  this  ordinary  half  cent  with  its  distinguished 
history.  We  would  then  be  forever  deprived  of  the  opportunity  to  establish 
conclusively  that  the  1854  coppeZ-hickel  pattern  did  not  exist.  It  would 
retain  forever  the  theoretical  possibility  of  reemergence  and  thus  sink 
into  that  dismal  abyss  of  unresolved  and  unresolvable  questions.  ( Urgent 
request  --  All  of  you  who  own  important  or  pedigreed  coins,  please  keep 


the  pedigrees  with  the  coins  for  the  benefit  of  future  investigators.) 


Years  passed.  More  years.  Every  so  often  I  would  meet  someone  I 
thought  might  possibly  know  the  location  of  the  coin.  But  when  I  asked, 

no  one  had  even  a  hunch . 


Eureka!  The  Norweb  Sale 


Suddenly,  one  day  in  early  1987  the  phone  rang.  It  was  Frank  Wilkinson. 
"You  know  the  half  cents  in  the  Norweb  collection  are  going  to  be  sold 
by  Bowers  and  Merena  in  a  few  months,  don't  you?"  he  asked.  "Yes,"  I  replied, 
"I  am  really  looking  forward  to  it."  "There  is  a  coin  in  there  that  I 
think  you  have  been  looking  for,"  said  Frank  mischievously.  When  he  told 
me  it  was  the'^Wood^vf Farouk  specimen  of  the  1854  copper-nickel  pattern, 

I  literally  jumped  out  of  my  chair.  Frank  further  told  me  that  Del  Bland 
had  seen  the  coin  and  considered  it  to  be  a  regular  1854  copper  half  cent. 


As  soon  as  the  coins  were  available  for  inspection,  I  rushed  to  see 
them.  There  were,  of  course,  many  fabulous  half  cents.  However,  the  star 


&&  C&yyisY* isO-v*-' - * 


for  me  was  lot  134,  something  that  I  believed  to  be  among -one  of  the— least 


,  namely  an  ordinary  copper  1854^  Almost 


from  across  the  room  I  could  see  that  it  was  fully  struck  up.  The  color 


grains,  approximately  the  standard  of  the  regular  issue  copper 


Eureka!  Eureka!  The  undiscovery  of  a  variety!  The  description  in 


the  catalogue  gave  a  fair  recital  of  the  doubts  concerning  the  metallic 


content  of  the  coin,  repeating  Breen's  comments  at  length.  However,  no 
actual  analysis  had  been  made. 


Apparently,  most  others,  but  not  everyone,  shared  my  view  that  the 
coin  was  merely  a  regular  copper  one.  I  ■wa-3  -afcle — t e-£*ty  it  for  $1,980. 


I  considered  that  its  actualM -value ,  except  for  its  historical  interest, 
was  in  the  range  of  $100.  Eiv®4=y4hi^~-ovei?'  that  I  regarded  as  a  philanthropic 


contribution  m^dfc^  to  further  the  study  of  numismatics.  Again,  with  the 
assistance  of  Eric  Newman,  the  coin  was  sent  off^-fco  be  -aft&Ly^e-d ,  this  time 

vJLZJL 

to  the  ANA  certification  service  i-ti  Codeia d-e 

&4k  tfijL  ffJt 


Shown  below  are  pictures  of  the  Woodin-Farouk-Norweb  specimen,  along 
with  a  regular  uncirculated  1854  copper  half  cent  and  an  1856  copper-nickel 

pattern. 


[ILLUSTRATIONS  HERE] 

At  the  EAC  convention  in  Orlando,  I  plan  to  display  these  coins. 

At  the  Forum  I  will  present  the  results  of  the  metallic  analysis  and  make 
a  few  other  comments  about  the  pleasures  of  the  hunt  for  numismatic  information. 
Any  EAC  member  who  will  not  be  in  Orlando  is  invited  to  study  the  evidence 
presented  above  and  send  me  a  vote  as  to  whether  the  coin  is  a  regular 
copper  half  cent,  copper-nickel  pattern,  or  something  else.  If  you  believe 
it  is  not  a  copper-nickel  pattern,  I  would  welcome  any  speculation  as  to 
how  an  otherwise  careful  numismatist  such  as  Mr.  Woodin  could  have  made 


such  a  mistake.  Please  write  me  at  P.O.  Box  14020,  St.  Louis,  MO  63178. 


Those  who  are  going  to  be  in  Orlando  will  have  an  opportunity  to  see  the 


coin  before  the  Forum  and  cast  a  vote  after  direct  inspection. 


Also,  for  those  not  going  to  Orlando,  I  plan  to  -&ummar-i-2re  my  remarks  at 

Penny-Wise . 
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WASHINGTON 


UNIVERSITY 


ST.  LOUIS.  MISSOURI  63130 


DEPARTMENT  OF  CHEMISTRY 

April  22,  1975 


I  have  completed  the  electron  nicroprobe  analysis  of  the  proof  1854 
half  cent  which  you  submitted  to  me  for  determination  of  the  nickel  content.-  The 
enclosed  X-ray  spectra  include  a  comparison  of  the  1854  proof  piece  with  a  heavily 
circulated  1860  cent  known  to  contain  12%  nickel,  an  1856  pattern  half  cent,  an 
uncirculated  1854  half  cent,  and  a  recent  'nickel1,  known  to  contain  25%  nickel. 

Of  the  five  pieces  only  the  uncirculated  1854  half  cent  and  the  proof  1654  half 
cent  show  no  detectable  nickel  content.  Other  than  a  slight  iron  impurity,  the 
proof  1854  half  cent  appears  to  be  pure  copper  identical  with  the  currency  piece. 
The  1856  pattern  half  cent,  the  1860  cent  and  the  recent  nickel  all  contain  nickel 
in  various  amounts.  Based  on  the.  12%  nickel  assumed  for  the  1860  cent,  your  1856 
pattern  piece  contains  between  8  and  10%  nickel.  A.  more  exact  value  is  obtainable 
but  would  require  more  time  than  was  available  when  these  analyses  were  run. 

The  piece  you  submitted  definitely  does  not  contain  nickel  and  appears 
to  have  the  same  grade  of  copper  used  in  the  regular  coinage  of  the  year. 

This  analysis  was  carried  out  in  collaboration  with  Dr.  David  dimmer  man, 
at  the  Center  for  Archeometry,  Washington  University. 


Sincerely  yours. 


Peter  Caspar 

Professor  of  Chemistry  and 

Associate  of  the  Center  for  Archeometry 
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R.  TETTENHORST 
P.  O.  Box  14020 
Saint  Louis,  Missouri  63178 


February  27,  1990 


Mr.  Walter  Breen 
Box  352 

Berkeley,  CA  94701 


Dear  Walter: 

Enclosed  is  a  copy  of  the  article  I  have  submitted  for  publication  in  the 
March  15  issue  of  Penny-Wise.  This  was  really  a  fun  quest  for  me  over 
the  years,  and  I  am  trying  to  communicate  some  sense  of  the  enjoyment  that 
exists  in  the  hunt  for  information. 

I  hope  the  large  cent  errors  were  useful  to  you,  and  I  am  looking  forward 
to  seeing  you  in  Orlando. 


Sincerely , 


R.  Tettenhorst 


m 


Enclosure 


March  6,  1990 


ROGER  COHEN 


Enclosed  is  an  advance  copy  of 
the  article  I  have  submitted  for 
publication  in  the  March  15  issue 
of  Penng?y-Wise. 

I  am  really  looking  forward  to 
seeing  you  in  Orlando. 


FROM  THE  DESK  OF  R.  TETTENHORST 


R.  TETTENHORST 
P.  O.  Box  14020 
Saint  Louis,  Missouri  63178 


May  17,  1990 


Mr.  Roger  Cohen 

4701  Sangamore  Road,  Suite  S-200 
Bethesda,  MD  20816 


Dear  Roger: 

Enclosed  is  a  draft  of  Part  II  on  the  1854  pattern  half  cent,  which  I  have 
submitted  to  Penny-Wise  for  publication  in  the  next  issue.  I  thought  you 
might  enjoy  reading  an  advance  copy,  since  you  missed  hearing  the  results  at 
EAC. 

All  the  half-sense  characters  missed  seeing  you,  also.  We  certainly  hope  you 
are  feeling  a  good  deal  better  very  quickly. 


Sincerely, 


R.  Tettenhorst 


m 


Enclosure 


EDISON  BROTHERS  STORES  INC. 

501  NORTH  BROADWAY,  P.  a  BOX  14020,  ST.  LOUIS,  MO  63178 


BERNARD  EDISON 


May  16,  1990 


Mrs.  Ruth  Tilsley 
930  Berkeley  Street 
Santa  Monica,  CA  90403 


Dear  Ruthie: 

You  asked  for  a  copy  of  my  speech.  However,  on  reflection, 

I  think  that  it  would  be  better  to  send  you  the  enclosed.  They 
are  copies  of  the  first  article  which  appeared  in  the  March  15 
issue  of  Penny-Wise ,  the  educational  journal  of  the  Early  American 
Coppers,  Inc.  The  second  attachment  is  the  concluding  part, 
which  will  be  printed  in  the  next  issue  of  Penny-Wise . 

The  speech  itself  was  a  combination  of  these  two  articles. 

However,  it  was  delivered  with  colored  slides  illustrating  the 
coins.  The  text  would  be  harder  to  follow  without  seeing  the 
slides,  since  I  referred  to  various  features  on  the  screen  at 
a  number  of  points  in  the  speech. 


Love , 


mb 


Enclosures 


5/17/90 


ERIC  NEWMAN 

This  is  a  revised  draft  as 
submitted  to  Penny-Wise . 

Thank  you  for  your  many 
suggestions . 


FROM  THE  DESK  OF  BERNARD  EDISON 


R.  TETTENHORST 
P.  O.  Box  14020 
Saint  Louis,  Missouri  63178 


May  17,  1990 


Dr.  Harry  Salyards 
606  N.  Minnesota 
Hastings,  NE  68901 


Dear  Harry: 

Enclosed  is  a  draft  of  the  second  article  on  the  1854  pattern  half  cent.  Please 
feel  free  to  apply  your  usual  sharp  editorial  eye  and  make  whatever  improvements 
you  feel  appropriate. 

Thanks  for  the  encouragement  that  you  have  given  me  since  I  first  conceived 
of  publishing  this  in  two  parts  in  Penny-Wise . 


Sincerely, 


R.  Tettenhorst 


m 


Enclosure 


1st  draft  —  5/14/90 


THE  1854  COPPER-NICKEL  PATTERN  HALF  CENT  -  DOES  IT  EXIST?  --  PART  II 
R.  TETTENHORST 

Hello  again.  Patient  Readers! 

When  last  we  chatted,  the  Woodin-Farouk-Norweb  coin,  the  so-called 
1854  copper-nickel  pattern,  had  been  sent  off  to  the  ANA  Certification 

t-Ke* 

Service  for  an  X-ray  spectroscopic  -axairi.  Based  on  experience  with 
the  Dupont-Spence  specimen  and  the  full-strike  plus  83.4  grain  weight 
of  the  Norweb  specimen,  I  knew  what  the  results  of  the  test  would  be ? 

I  wao  eonfdrdertt^tha^^^ 

1)  It  was  impossible  for  there  to  be  nickel  in  the  alloy,  and, 
therefore , 

2)  the  Norweb  coin  was  a  regular  copper  1854  half  cent,  and  thus 

U  vioudv* 

3)  since  the  coin  was  the  only  specimen  cicfest-of  Judd  155, 

the  latter  did  not  exist. 

While  awaiting  the  return  of  the  letter  confirming  these  facts,  I  began 
writing  article  entitled  "The  Undiscovery  of  a  Variety." 

When  the  letter  from  the  ANA  Certification  Service  did  arrive,  I 
opened  it  almost  nonchalantly.  However,  ^ gfr  certainty  soon  dissolved. 

The  first  assumption  was  indeed  correct.  The  coin  did  not  contain  any 
nickel.  However,  from  there  on  I  could  not  have  been  more  wrong. 

The  metallic  content  of  the  coin,  rounded  off,  was: 

nickel  0% 
copper  80% 
tin  16% 

silver  4% 


Tin!  Silver!  Clearly  J155  was  firmly  reestablished  as  a  pattern 
in  an  experimental  alloy.  What  a  totally  unexpected  development! 


From  every  answered  question  comes  a  variety  of  conclusi 
usually  a  new  set  of  questions. 


ions,  and 


a- result.  o.l_JLhi£„e.^pp-ri^ace . 


a 


CONCLUSIONS 

1)  Searching  for  numismatic  information  is  great  fun.  In  fact, 

it  can  be  as  much  fun  as  searching  for  coins.  Even  when  I  wasn't 
making  any  progress  toward  the  answer  I  was  looking  for,  it  was 
an  enjoyable  experience.  I  met  many  friendly  numismatists. 

Typically,  they  listened  to  “Tjgt- question  and  the  reason  for  asking 
it;  they  expressed  interest;  they  encouraged  me  to  continue  the 
search;  and  they  made  suggestions  as  to  other  people  I  might  »<*_ 

2)  Almost  anyone  can  do  it.  The  observations  «/made  and  investigations 

UoAdf*  t*kev\  ^ 

-I  under did  not  require  any  particular  depth  of  numismatic 
knowledge.  As  our  mid-western  farmers  sometimes  say,  "Even  a 
blind  pig  will  pick  up  an  acorn  once  in  a  while." 

3)  Just  because  something  has  been  written  down  in  books  for  a  long 
time  and  repeated  often  doesn't  always  mean  that  it  is  true. 

4)  A  certain  humility  is  important  for  a  researcher.  Just  because 
I  knew  some  significant  facts  didn't  mean  that  I  knew  all  the 
facts . 

5)  J155  is  a  pattern,  but,  of  course,  with  a  much  different  metallic 
content  than  has  traditionally  been  ascribed  to  it. 

QUESTIONS 

1)  Why  did  Mr.  Woodin  make  a  mistake  of  this  magnitude? 

2)  Why  did  so  many  knowledgeable  numismatists  examine  the  Woodin- 
Farouk-Norweb  specimen  and  the  Dupont-Spence  specimen  over  the 
years  without  raising  the  questions  about  strike  and  weight, 
which  are  so  obvious  using  hindsight? 

3)  Why  was  there  tin  and  silver  in  this  alloy?  Here  let  me  offer 

some  hypotheses,^  to  the  tin:  J.  P.  Martin  of  the  ANA  Certification 


3 


Service  quotes  a  letter  from  James  C.  Booth,  the  melter  and  assayer 
of  the  mint,  who  said  that  more  tin  was  added  "in  an  attempt 
jto  prevent  the  bronze  pieces  from  tarnishing."  As  to  the  silver^  i'i'AC*-  ^ * v>TT 


•tfi  the  era  in  which  this  coin  was  made,  those  responsible  for 
our  money  were  still  operating  under  the  quaint  nineteenth-century 
notion  that  money  should  have  value.  They  did  not  realize  that 


one  could  rely  solely  on  the  integrity  of  our  elected  officials 


to  make  sure  that  money  retained  its  full  They  believed 

that  you  needed  precious  metal  content  in  money  to  avoid  inflation. 

V 


test/** 
<xl)oy5  tor- 


It  was  such  a  cynical  agej 


side 


a  smaller 


one-cent  piece  to  replace  the  large  coppers  which  most  of  us 
love,  4  percent  silver  content  would  be  just  about  what  was  needed 
to  ensure  that  the  new  coins  would  have  one  cent  worth  of  metal. 


4)  Are  there  other  nineteenth-century  pattern^®  coins  which  have 
a  metallic  content  different  from  that  which  is  listed  in  the 
current  reference  works?  How  many  others  have  actually  been 
tested? 


Finally,  appreciation  should  be  expressed  to  Frank  Wilkinson  for 
the  clarity  of  his  photographs,  which  reveal^jl  so  clearly  the  critical 
issue  of  strike  quality.  Also,  thanks  are  due  to  those  EAC  members  who 
wrote  me  at  length  after  the  March,  1990  article  appeared  and  the  others 
who  expressed  verbal  and  written  opinions  at  the  convention.  And,  of 
course,  without  the  help  of  Eric  Newman  who  arranged  for  and  those  who 
carried  out  the  non-destructive  metallic  tests,  none  of  the  new  information 
would  be  known. 


2nd  draft  —  5/14/90 
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THE  1854  COPPER-NICKEL  PATTERN  HALF  CENT  -  DOES  IT  EXIST?  -jfpART  II  ?  (.  f 

ft  R.  TETTENHORST 

Hello  again,  Patient  Readers! 
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in  an  experimental  alloy.  What  a  totally  unexpected  development! 
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CONCLUSIONS 


1)  Searching  for  numismatic  information  is  great  fun.  In  fact, 
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it  can  be  as  nuch  fun  as  searching  for  coins.  Even  when  I  wasn't 
making  any  progress  toward  the  answer  I  was  looking  for,  it  was 
an  enjoyable  experience.  I  met  many  friendly  numismatists. 
Typically,  they  listened  to  the  question  and  the  reason  for  asking 
it;  they  expressed  interest;  they  encouraged  me  to  continue  the 
search;  and  they  made  suggestions  as  to  other  people  who  might 

be  contacted. 


2)  Almost  anyone  can  do  i Jc.  The  observations  made  and  investigations 
undertaken  did  not  require  any  particular  depth  of  numismatic 
knowledge.  As  our  mid-western  farmers  sometimes  say,  "Even  a 
blind  pig  will  pick  up  an  acorn  once  in  a  while." 


3)  Just  because  something  has  been  written  down  in  books  for  a  long 


mean  that  it  is  true. 


4)  A  certain  humility  is  important  for  a  researcher.  Just  because 
I  knew  some  significant  facts  didn't  mean  that  I  knew  all  the 


facts . 
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J-l-rr 

5)  _Jp. ^5^ is  a  pattern,  but,  of  course,  with  a  much  different  metallic 


content  than  fca* 


•  ascribed  to  it . 


QUESTIONS 


-  ...  *  the  ^  Z 
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2)  Why  did  so  many  knowledgeable  numismatists  examine  the  Woodin- 

JUJi  j0»  JLU/r 

Farouk-Norweb  and  the  DujSont- Spence  opcoimen  over  the 
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years  without  raising  the  questions  about  strike  and  weight, 
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which  are  so  obvious  using  hindsight? 


A/filAwts- 


3)  Why  was  there  tin  and  silver  in  this^alloy?  Here  let  me  offer 


some  hypotheses.  As  to 
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ive  quotes  a  letter  from  James  C.  Booth,  the  melter  and  assayer 
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who  said  that  more  tin  was  added  "in  an  attempt 


to  prevent  the  bronze  pieces  from  tarnishing."  As  to  silver : 


since  the  mint  was  testing  alloys  for  a  smaller  one-cent  piece 
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to  replace  the  large  copperas  whiah  meat  of-* 
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silver  content  would  be  about  what  was  needed  to  ensure 
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that  the  new  coins  would  to>e  .one  cent  worth  of  metal.  N£*£the 
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those  responsible  for  our  -money 


were  still  operating  under  the  quaint 


wy  notion 
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that  mcmqf  should  have  value.  They  did  not  realize  that  one 
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rely  solely  on  the  integrity  of  our  elected  officials  to 


make  sure  that  money  retained  its  full  wosth..  They  believed 
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that  you  needed  precious  metal  content  in  money  to  avoid  inflation. 

'  ^  re  r 

It  was  such  a  -ayn 4 fgl  age! 


C^i'caA 


4)  Are  there  other  nineteenth-century  pattern  coins  which  have  a 

metallic  content  different  from  irhat  which-  io  liAtad  in  the  -current- 

sverT 

reference  T>w*lie?  How  many  others  have  actually  been  tested? 


Finally,  appreciation  should  be  expressed  to  Frank  Wilkinson  for 


of  his  photographs,  which  reveal  so  clearly  the  critical  issue 
of  strike  -quality .  Also,  thanks  ai-smi i rt_  to  those  EAC  members  who  wrote 

p>cuJ~ X  ^ _ »i>^  fjLvWuj -  I UjUJL 

me  *£=±e»gtfe  af  ter^  the  ^March ,  1990yarticle  appearedTand  others  who 

l  Wo 

expressed  v&rbal  and-tfritjjan  opinions  at  the  Convention.  And,  of  course, 


without  the  help  of  Eric^Newman  who  arranged  for  and  those  who  carried 
out  the  non-destructive  metallic  tests,  none  of  the  new  information  would 


the  Til  nri  *~y 


be  known. 


3rd  draft  --  5/16/90 


THE  1854  COPPER-NICKEL  PATTERN  HALF  CENT  -  DOES  IT  EXIST?  --  PART  II 


R.  TETTENHORST 


Hello  again,  Patient  Readers! 

When  last  we  chatted,  the  Woodin-Farouk-Norweb  coin,  the  so-called 
1854  copper-nickel  pattern  (Judd-155),  had  been  sent  off  to  the  American 
Numismatic  Association  Certification  Service  (ANACS)  for  spectroanalysis . 
The  Dupont-Spence  piece  had  proven  to  be  100  percent  copper,  and  not  a 
pattern.  The  Norweb  piece  had  a  similar  full-strike  and  similar  83.4 
grain  weight.  Therefore,  I  thought  I  knew  what  the  results  of  the  test 
on  the  Norweb  piece  would  be,  namely 


1)  that  it  was  impossible  for  nickel  to  be  in  the  alloy; 

2)  thus,  the  Norweb  coin  would  be  a  regular  copper  1854  half  cent; 

3)  thus,  since  no  other  example  of  J-155  was  known,  that  pattern 
simply  did  not  exist. 

While  awaiting  the  letter  to  confirm  these  conclusions,  I  began  writing 
an  article  with  the  title  "The  Undiscovery  of  a  Variety." 


When  the  letter  froinj^a^ ANACS  did  arrive,  I  casually  opened  it. 
However,  my  non/chalance  soon  dissolved.  My  first  assumption  was  indeed 
correct,  since  the  coin  did  not  contain  any  nickel.  However,  as  to  the 
other  assumptions,  I  could  not  have  been  more  wrong. 

The  approximate  metallic  content  of  the  coin  was: 


copper  80% 
tin  16% 


silver  4% 


nickel  0% 


Tin!  Silver!  Clearly  J-155  was  firmly  reestablished  as  a  pattern 
in  an  experimental  alloy.  What  a  totally  unexpected  development! 


From  every  answered  question  comes  a  number  of  conclusions,  and  often 
a  new  set  of  questions. 

CONCLUSIONS 

1)  Searching  for  numismatic  information  is  great  fun.  In  fact, 

it  can  be  as  much  fun  as  searching  for  coins.  Even  when  I  wasn't 
making  any  progress  toward  the  answer  I  was  looking  for,  it  was 
an  enjoyable  experience.  I  met  many  friendly  numismatists. 

Typically,  they  listened  to  the  question  and  the  reason  for  asking 
it;  they  expressed  interest;  they  encouraged  me  to  continue  the 
search;  and  they  made  suggestions  as  to  other  people  who  might 
be  contacted. 

2)  Almost  anyone  can  do  research.  The  observations  made  and  investigations 
undertaken  did  not  require  any  particular  depth  of  numismatic 
knowledge.  As  our  mid-western  farmers  sometimes  say,  "Even  a 

blind  pig  will  pick  up  an  acorn  once  in  a  while." 

3)  Just  because  something  has  been  written  down  in  books  for  a  long 
time  and  often  repeated  doesn't  always  mean  that  it  is  true. 

4)  A  certain  humility  is  important  for  a  researcher.  Just  because 
I  knew  some  significant  facts  didn't  mean  that  I  knew  all  the 
facts . 

5)  J-155  is  a  pattern,  but,  of  course,  with  a  much  different  metallic 
content  than  was  previously  ascribed  to  it. 

QUESTIONS 

1)  Why  did  Mr.  Woodin  make  a  mistake  of  this  magnitude? 

2)  Why  did  so  many  knowledgeable  numismatists  examine  the  Woodin- 
Farouk-Norweb  half  cent  and  the  Dupont-Spence  half  cent  over 
the  years  without  raising  the  questions  about  differences  in 
strike  and  weight,  which  are  so  obvious  using  hindsight? 


3)  Why  was  there  tin  and  silver  in  this  Norweb  coin  alloy? 
let  me  offer  some  hypotheses.  As  to  tin,  J.  P.  Martin  of 
ANACS  quotes  a  letter  from  James  C.  Booth,  the  melter  and  assayer 
of  the  U.S.  Mint  at  Philadelphia,  who  said  that  more  tin  was 
added  "in  an  attempt  to  prevent  the  bronze  pieces  from  tarnishing." 

As  to  silver,  since  the  mint  was  testing  alloys  for  a  smaller 
one-cent  piece  to  replace  the  large  copper  cents  which  most  of 

us  love,  a  4  percent  silver  content  would  be  about  what  was  needed 
to  ensure  that  the  new  coins  would  contain  one  cent's  worth  of 
metal.  At  the  time  when  this  pattern  was  made,  those  responsible 
for  our  coins  were  still  operating  under  the  quaint  nineteenth-century 
notion  that  money  should  have  intrinsic  value.  They  did  not 
realize  that  one  could  rely  solely  on  the  integrity  of  our  elected 
officials  to  make  sure  that  money  retained  its  full  worth.  They 
believed  that  you  needed  full  precious  metal  content  in  money 
to  avoid  inflation.  It  was  such  a  cynical  age! 

4)  Are  there  other  nineteenth-century  pattern  coins  which  have  a 
metallic  content  different  from  what  is  specified  in  the  current 
references?  How  many  others  have  actually  been  tested? 

Finally,  appreciation  should  be  expressed  to  Frank  Wilkinson  for 
the  high  quality  of  his  photographs,  which  reveal  so  clearly  the  critical 
issue  of  strike  intensity.  Also,  thanks  to  those  EAC  members  who  wrote 
me  after  Part  I  of  the  article,  which  appeared  in  the  March,  1990  issue 
of  Penny-Wise ,  and  others  who  expressed  opinions  at  the  May,  1990  EAC 
Convention.  And,  of  course,  without  the  help  of  Eric  P.  Newman  who  arranged 
for  and  those  who  carried  out  the  non-destructive  metallic  tests,  none 
of  the  new  information  would  be  known. 


Here 


PENNY-WISE 
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THE  1854  COPPER -NICKEL  PATTERN  HALF  CENT  -  DOES  IT  EXIST?  —  PART  II 
R.  Tettenhorst 

Hello  again.  Patient  Readers! 

When  last  we  chatted,  the  Woodin-Farouk-Norweb  coin,  the  so-called  1854 
copper-nickel  pattern  (Judd-155),  had  been  sent  off  to  the  American  Numismatic 
Association  Certification  Service  (ANACS)  for  X-Ray  spectroscopy.  The  Dupont- 
Spence  piece  had  previously  proven  to  be  100  percent  copper,  and  not  a  pattern. 
The  Norweb  piece  had  a  similar  full-strike  and  similar  83.4  grain  weight.  There¬ 
fore,  I  thought  I  knew  what  the  results  of  the  test  on  the  Norweb  piece  would  be, 
name  1 y : 

1)  that  it  was  impossible  for  nickel  to  be  in  the  alloy; 

2)  thus,  the  Norweb  coin  would  be  a  regular  copper  1854  half  cent; 

3)  thus,  since  no  other  example  of  J— 155  was  known,  that  pattern  sim¬ 
ply  did  not  exist. 

While  awaiting  the  letter  to  confirm  these  conclusions,  I  began  writing  an  arti¬ 
cle  with  the  title  "The  Undiscovery  of  a  Variety." 

When  the  letter  from  ANACS  did  arrive,  I  casually  opened  it.  However,  my 
nonchalance  soon  dissolved.  My  first  assumption  was  indeed  correct,  since  the 
coin  did  not  contain  any  nickel.  However,  as  to  the  other  assumptions,  I  could 
not  have  been  more  wrong. 

The  approximate  metallic  content  of  the  coin  was: 

copper  80% 

tin  16% 

silver  4% 

nickel  0% 

Tin!  Silver!  Clearly  J- 155  was  firmly  reestablished  as  a  pattern  in  an 
experimental  alloy.  What  a  totally  unexpected  development! 
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From  every  answered  question  comes  a  number  of  conclusions,  and  often  a 

new  set  of  questions. 

CONCLUSIONS 

1)  Searching  for  numismatic  information  is  great  fun.  In  fact,  it  can  be  as  much 
fun  as  searching  for  coins.  Even  when  I  wasn't  making  any  progress  toward  the 
answer  I  was  looking  for,  it  was  an  enjoyable  experience.  I  met  many  friendly 
numismatists.  Typically,  they  listened  to  the  question  and  the  reason  for  ask¬ 
ing  it;  they  expressed  interest;  they  encouraged'  me  to  continue  the  search;  and 
they  made  suggestions  as  to  other  people  who  might  be  contacted. 

2)  Almost  anyone  can  do  research.  The  observations  made  and  investigations  under¬ 
taken  did  not  require  any  particular  depth  of  numismatic  knowledge.  As  our 
mid-western  farmers  sometimes  say,  "Even  a  blind  pig  will  pick  up  an  acorn 
once  in  a  while." 

3)  Just  because  something  has  been  written  down  in  books  for  a  long  time  and  often 
repeated  doesn.'t  a  1  ways  mean  that  it  is  true. 

4)  A  certain  humility  is  important  for  a  researcher.  Just  because  I  knew  same 
significant  facts  didn't  mean  that  I  knew  all  the  facts. 

5)  J- 155  is  a  pattern,  but,  of  course,  with  a  much  different  metallic  content 
than  was  previously  ascribed  to  it. 

QUESTIONS 

1)  Why  did  Mr.  Woodin  make  a  mistake  of  this  magnitude? 

2)  Why  did  so  many  knowledgeable  numismatists  examine  the  Woodin-Farouk-Norweb 
half  cent  and  the  Dupont-Soence  half  cent  over  the  years  without  raising  the 
questions  about  differences  in  strike  and  weight  between  these  1854  coins 
and  the  1856  copper-nickel  patterns,  which  are  so  obvious  using  hindsight? 

3)  Why  was  there  tin  and  silver  in  this  Norweb  coin  alloy?  Here  let  me  offer 
some  hypotheses.  As  to  tin,  J.  P.  Martin  of  ANACS  quotes  a  letter  from  James 
C.  8ooth,  the  melter  and  assayer  of  the  U.S.  Mint  at  Philadelphia,  who  said 
that  more  tin  was  added  "in  an  attempt  to  prevent  the  bronze  pieces  from  tar¬ 
nishing"  (it  has  previously  been  assumed  that  this  comment  referred  to  J-162, 
the  one  cent  piece  struck  in  a  material  described  "Oroide").  As  to  silver, 
since  the  mint  was  testing  alloys  for  a  smaller  one-cent  piece  to  replace 

the  large  copper  cents  which  most  of  us  love,  a  4  percent  silver  content  would 
be  about  what  was  needed  to  ensure  that  the  new  coins  would  contain  one  cent's 
worth  of  metal.  At  the  time  when  this  pattern  was  made,  those  responsible 
for  our  coins  were  still  operating  under  the  quaint  nineteenth-century  notion 
that  money  should  have  intrinsic  value.  They  did  not  realize  that  one  could 
rely  solely  on  the  integrity  of  our  elected  officials  to  make  sure  that  money 
retained  its  full  worth.  They  believed  that  you  needed  full  precious  metal 
content  in  money  to  avoid  inflation.  It  was  such  a  cynical  age! 

4)  Are  there  other  ni neteeth-century  pattern  coins  which  have  a  metallic  content 
different  from  what  is  specified  in  the  current  references?  How  many  others 
have  actually  been  tested? 

Finally,  appreciation  should  be  expressed  to  Frank  Wilkinson  for  the  high 
quality  of  his  photographs,  which  reveal  so  clearly  the  critical  issue  of  strike 
intensity.  Also,  thanks  to  those  EAC  members  who  wrote  me  after  Part  I  of  the 
article,  which  appeared  in  the  March,  1990  issue  of  Penny-Wise ,  and  others  who 

expressed  opinions  at  the  May,  1990  EAC  Convention.  And,  of  course,  without  the 

help  of  Eric  P.  Newman  wno  arranged  for  and  those  who  carried  out  the  nondestruc¬ 
tive  metallic  tests,  none  of  che  new  information  would  be  known. 


THE  1854  COPPER-NICKEL  PATTERN  HALF  CENT  -  DOES  IT  EXIST? 

R.  Tettenhorst 


Introduction 


There  are  three  purposes  to  this  article.  The  first  is  to  describe  the 
pleasure  of  an  experience  in  numtsmatic  research  that  extended  over  approxi¬ 
mately  fifteen  years.  The  second  is  to  demonstrate  that  almost  any  collector 
with  enough  patience  and  enthusiasm  can  engage  in  numismatic  research,  even 
though  he  may  not  be  one  of  EAC's  more  experienced  and  scholarly  members.  The 
third  purpose  is  to  disclose  the  answer  to  the  question,  does  the  1854  copper- 
nickel  pattern  half  cent  exist? 

The  presentation  will  be  in  three  parts,  of  which  this  article  is  the 
first.  It  will  tell  how  the  question  arose  and  describe  the  search  for  the 
answer.  The  second  part  will  be  a  visual  and  oral  presentation  at  the  Educa¬ 
tional  Forum  during  EAC's  1990  Convention  in  Orlando,  where  the  coin  will  be 
displayed  and  the  question  will  be  answered.  The  third  part  will  be  a  follow¬ 
up  article  on  the  subject  which  will  be  submitted  to  Penny-Wise. 

A  Brief  Review  of  the  History  of  the  1854  Copper-Nickel  Pattern  Half  Cent 

The  first  published  listing  of  the  1854  copper-nickel  pattern  half  cent 
was  in  the  Adams  and  Woodin  book  entitled  United  States  Pattern,  Trial,  and 
Experimental  Pieces,  published  in  1913.  The  coin  was  listed  as  Adams-Woodin 
number  192  and  described  as  "unique."  In  1954  a  second  specimen  appeared  for 
the  first  time  in  the  Anderson-Dupont  sale,  lot  1155.  The  variety  was  listed 
in  Judd's  United  States  Pattern,  Experimental  and  Trial  Pieces  (1959)  and  given 
the  number  155.  The  information  in  Judd  is  merely  a  restatement  of  what  appeared 
in  Adams-Woodin,  with  the  addition  of  the  second  specimen.  Similar  references 
were  in  Empire  Coin  Company's  United  States  Half  Cents  (1962);  in  the  first 
edition  of  Roger  Cohen's  American  Half  Cents  (1971);~and  in  Walter  Breen's 
Encyclopedia  of  United  States  and  Colonial  Proof  Coins  (1977).  By  the  time 
of  the  publication  of  Cohen's  second  edition  (1982)  and  Breen's  Encyclopedia 
of  U.S.  Half  Cents  (1983),  I  had  brought  the  question  of  the  existence  of  the 
coin  to  the  attention  of  those  authors.  It  is  discussed  on  page  123  of  Cohen 
and  page  451  of  Breen.  However,  the  seventh  edition  of  Judd,  revised  by  Kosoff 
in  1982,  still  listed  J155  as  "two  known." 

The  Spence  Sale  and  Its  Consequences 

The  Dupont  specimen  reappeared  as  lot  880  in  the  Spence  sale  on  March  15, 
1975,  exactly  fifteen  years  before  the  date  of  this  issue  of  Penny-Wise.  I 
examined  it  carefully  before  the  sale  and  then  bought  it  for  $1,700,  a  price 
approximately  four  times  that  of  a  regular  late  date  copper  proof,  and  about 
the  same  price  as  the  1856  copper-nickel  pattern  in  the  same  sale.  The  price 
was  less  than  I  had  expected,  because  twenty  years  earlier,  in  the  Anderson- 
Dupont  sale,  the  same  coin  had  sold  for  $350,  which  was  about  eight  times  the 
current  price  for  a  late  date  proof,  and  four  times  the  price  of  an  1856  copper- 
nickel  pattern. 

The  coin  seemed  perfectly  satisfactory  to  me.  It  had  a  golden  color  well 
within  the  normal  range  of  naturally  toned  examples  of  the  1856  copper-nickel 
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pattern  half  cent.  In  fact,  there  was  a  slight  edge  nick  which  almost  served 
the  function  of  a  chop  mark.  Inside  the  nick  the  coin  was  also  an  appropriate 
brassy  color.  Moreover,  the  coin  was  accompanied  by  the  envelope  from  the 
Dupont  sale. 

When  I  got  the  coin  home,  however,  something  vaguely  troubled  me  about 
it.  Something  was  not  quite  as  good  as  it  ought  to  be,  but  I  couldn't  figure 
out  what.  Eventually,  it  dawned  on  me  that  it  was  too  good.  The  coin  was 
simply  too  well  struck  up.  It  was  fully  struck  on  both  the  obverse  and  reverse, 
particularly  the  denticles. 

To  understand  the  significance  of  this,  one  has  to  realize  that  the  1856 
copper-nickel  half  cent  pattern  never  comes  fully  struck  up.  I  had  unsuccess¬ 
fully  searched  for  years  for  a  fully  struck  example.  Each  one  I  had  seen  or 
heard  of  had  significant  areas  of  flatness  in  the  hair  and  on  several  leaves, 
plus  a  consistently  mushy  area  lacking  details  in  many  of  the  denticles.  The 
illustrations  on  pages  456  and  457  of  Breen's  Encyclopedia  of  U.5.  Half  Cents, 
and  those  below  in  this  article,  clearly  show  that.  The  explanation  always 
given  was  that  nickel  was  a  harder  metal  than  copper,  and  that  the  coinage 
presses  in  the  Mint  used  for  striking  copper  coins  lacked  sufficient  pressure 
to  fully  bring  up  the  details  onto  the  faces  of  the  tougher  copper-nickel  planchet 
Yet,  here  was  this  1854  specimen  struck  two  years  earlier,  supposedly  from 
the  same  material,  without  a  trace  of  flatness.  Why?  Perhaps  since  only  two 
of  the  1854  patterns  were  made,  a  special  setting  was  made  in  the  coinage  press 
to  make  sure  that  the  details  were  sharp.  Perhaps...  but  on  the  other  hand, 
there  was  now  uncertainty  as  to  whether  these  pieces  were  made  of  copper-nickel. 

Next,  I  considered  the  weights  of  the  respective  coins,  and  the  doubts 
multiplied.  The  normal  copper  half  cents  of  the  1850s  weighed  about  84  grains. 

I  had  not  seen  specimens  that  varied  significantly  from  this  standard.  The 
1856  copper-nickel  patterns  weighed  consistently  in  the  range  of  70  to  72  grains. 

This  1854  pattern  was  listed  in  the  Anderson-Dupont  catalogue  as  weighing  84 

grains,  and  the  comment  was  repeated  in  the  Spence  sale  catalogue.  Quickly, 

I  popped  my  new  acquisition  on  the  scale,  and  the  result  was  an  unambiguous 
84.1  grains.  Uh  oh,  trouble  in  River  City! 

Not  knowing  precisely  what  to  do  next,  I  consulted  a  friend  and  neighbor, 
the  noted  numismatist,  Eric  P.  Newman.  He  had  no  explanation  for  the  differences 

in  strike  and  weight  between  this  1854  and  the  1856  patterns,  if  they  were 

made  of  the  same  metal.  He  offered  to  send  the  coin  to  a  friend  in  the  chemistry 
laboratory  at  Washington  University  in  St.  Louis  for  an  X-ray  spectroscopic 
exam,  which  he  said  would  determine  clearly  what  the  metallic  content  was  without 
damaging  the  coin. 

We  sent  the  coin  off,  together  with  a  regular  copper  1854  proof,  a  copper 
1856  proof,  and  a  copper-nickel  1856  pattern.  When  the  results  came  back, 
they  were  clear.  The  Dupont-Spence  coin,  except  for  traces  of  impurities, 
was  all  copper,  just  as  were  the  1854  and  1856  regular  metal  proofs.  The  1856 
copper-nickel  pattern  showed  a  clear  presence  of  around  10  percent  nickel. 

Naturally,  my  feelings  were  mixed.  I  had  made  an  interesting  discovery, 
but  at  the  expense  of  realizing  that  I  did  not  have  the  rare  coin  I  thought 
I  had  purchased.  I  returned  the  coin  to  Stack's  with  a  copy  of  the  chemical 


-57- 


XXIV/137 


analysis.  I  received  a  prompt  refund  along  with  a  gracious  letter  of  regret. 

Next,  of  course,  my  thoughts  turned  to  the  other  specimen.  The  Adams-Woodin 
piece  now  had  the  adjective  "unique"  restored  to  it.  But,  after  my  experience 
discrediting  the  other  supposed  example,  how  sure  could  anyone  be  that  the 
Adams-Woodin  piece  was  indeed  made  of  copper-nickel?  Perhaps  it  was  also  an 
unusually  toned  brassy-looking  regular  copper  proof.  So  began  The  Search. 

The  Hunt  for  Brown  October 


First,  I  looked  to  see  if  I  could  find  a  picture  of  the  Adams-Woodin  coin, 
which  might  show  whether  it  was  fully  struck  or  not.  No  luck.  Nor  could  I 
find  any  reference  to  its  weight.  Then  I  asked  people  who  might  have  seen 
the  coin  if  they  remembered  whether  or  not  it  was  fully  struck.  But  no  one 
recalled  ever  having  seen  the  coin,  since  it  had  disappeared  from  view  many 
years  earlier. 

Eventually,  I  learned  that  the  Adams-Woodin  specimen  had -reappeared  in 
the  Farouk  sale  as  part  of  lot  1750,  combined  with  an  1855  copper  $10  U.S. 
pattern.  The  two-coin  lot  sold  for  thirty  Egyptian  Pounds,  or  around  $90. 

It  had  been  bought  by  a  Florida  dealer  named  Randall.  My  search  took  on  a 
new  direction.  I  uncovered  some  interesting  information  and  lively  anecdotes 
about  Mr.  Randall.  Unfortunately,  included  in  the  information  was  the  fact 
that  he  was  deceased,  as  was  Mrs.  Randall.  No  one  had  the  slightest  clue  as 
to  who  might  have  been  a  customer  of  his  for  a  coin  such  as  an  1854  copper- 
nickel  pattern  half  cent. 

A  gnawing  worry  invaded  my  thoughts.  Suppose  that  the  coin  was,  as  I 
believed  possible,  only  a  regular  copper  1854  half  cent.  And  suppose  further 
that  it  had  somehow  become  separated  from  its  pedigree,  so  that  there  was  nothing 
to  link  this  ordinary  half  cent  with  its  distinguished  history.  We  would  then 
be  forever  deprived  of  the  opportunity  to  establish  conclusively  that  the  1854 
copper-nickel  pattern  did  not  exist.  It  would  retain  forever  the  theoretical 
possibility  of  reemergence  and  thus  sink  into  that  dismal  abyss  of  unresolved 
and  unresol vable  questions.  (Urgent  request  --  All  of  you  who  own  important 
or  pedigreed  coins,  please  keep  the  pedigrees  with  the  coins  for  the  benefit 
of  future  investigators. ) 

Years  passed.  More  years.  Every  so  often  I  would  meet  someone  I  thought 
might  possibly  know  the  location  of  the  coin.  But  when  I  asked,  no  one  had 
even  a  hunch. 

Eureka!  The  Norweb  Sale 


Suddenly,  one  day  in  early  1987  the  phone  rang...  It  was  Frank  Wilkinson. 
"You  know  the  half  cents  in  the  Norweb  collection  are  going  to  be  sold  by  Bowers 
and  Merena  in  a  few  months,  don't  you?"  he  asked.  "Yes,"  I  replied,  "I'm  really 
looking  forward  to  it."  "There  is  a  coin  in  there  that  I  think  you  have  been 
looking  for,"  said  Frank  mischievously.  When  he  told  me  it  was  the  Farouk 
specimen  of  the  1854  copper-nickel  pattern,  I  literally  jumped  out  of  my  chair. 
Frank  further  told  me  that  Del  Bland  had  seen  the  coin  and  considered  it  to 
be  a  regular  1854  copper  half  cent. 
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1854  Copper-Nickel  Pattern  ???  Woodin-Farouk-Norweb 


At  the  EAC  Convention  in  Orlando,  I  plan  to  display  these  coins.  At  the 
Forum  I  will  present  the  results  of  the  metallic  analysis  and  make  a  few  other 
comments  about  the  pleasures  of  the  hunt  for  numismatic  information.  Any  EAC 
member  who  will  not  be  in  Orlando  is  invited  to  study  the  evidence  presented 
above  and  send  me  a  vote  as  to  whether  the  coin  is  a  regular  copper  half  cent, 
a  copper-nickel  pattern,  or  something  else.  If  you  believe  it  is  not  a  copper- 
nickel  pattern,  I  would  welcome  any  speculation  as  to  how  an  otherwise  careful 
numismatist  such  as  Mr.  Woodin  could  have  made  such  a  mistake.  Please  write 
me  at  P.0.  Box  14020,  St.  Louis,  MO  63178.  Those  who  are  going  to  be  in  Orlando 
will  have  an  opportunity  to  see  the  coin  before  the  Forum  and  cast  a  vote  after 
direct  inspection. 

Also  for  those  not  going  to  Orlando,  I  plan  to  submit  my  remarks  at  the 
Forum  for  publication  in  Penny-Wise. 


************* 
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THE  1854  COPPER-NICKEL  PATTERN  HALF  CENT  -  DOES  IT  EXIST? 


PART  II 


R.  TETTENHORST 


Hello  again,  Patient  Readers! 

When  last  we  chatted,  the  Woodin-Farouk-Norweb  coin,  the  so-called 
1854  copper-nickel  pattern  (Judd-155),  had  been  sent  off  to  the  American 
Numismatic  Association  Certification  Service  (ANACS)  for  X-Ray  spectro¬ 
scopy.  The  Dupont-Spence  piece  had  previously  proven  to  be  100  percent 
copper,  and  not  a  pattern.  The  Norweb  piece  had  a  similar  full-strike 
and  similar  83.4  grain  weight.  Therefore,  I  thought  I  knew  what  the  results 
of  the  test  on  the  Norweb  piece  would  be,  namely: 

1)  that  it  was  impossible  for  nickel  to  be  in  the  alloy; 

2)  thus,  the  Norweb  coin  would  be  a  regular  copper  1854  half  cent; 

3)  thus,  since  no  other  example  of  J-155  was  known,  that  pattern 
simply  did  not  exist. 

While  awaiting  the  letter  to  confirm  these  conclusions,  I  began  writing 
an  article  with  the  title  "The  Undiscovery  of  a  Variety." 

When  the  letter  from  ANACS  did  arrive,  I  casually  opened  it.  However, 
my  nonchalance  soon  dissolved.  My  first  assumption  was  indeed  correct, 
since  the  coin  did  not  contain  any  nickel.  However,  as  to  the  other  assumptions, 
I  could  not  have  been  more  wrong. 

The  approximate  metallic  content  of  the  coin  was: 

copper  80% 
tin  16% 

silver  4% 
nickel  0% 

Tin!  Silver!  Clearly  J-155  was  firmly  reestablished  as  a  pattern 
in  an  experimental  alloy.  What  a  totally  unexpected  development! 

From  every  answered  question  comes  a  number  of  conclusions,  and  often 
a  new  set  of  questions. 


CONCLUSIONS 

1)  Searching  for  numismatic  information  is  great  fun.  In  fact, 

it  can  be  as  much  fun  as  searching  for  coins.  Even  when  I  wasn't 
making  any  progress  toward  the  answer  I  was  looking  for,  it  was 
an  enjoyable  experience.  I  met  many  friendly  numismatists. 
Typically,  they  listened  to  the  question  and  the  reason  for  asking 
it;  they  expressed  interest;  they  encouraged  me  to  continue  the 
search;  and  they  made  suggestions  as  to  other  people  who  might 
be  contacted. 


2)  Almost  anyone  can  do  research.  The  observations  made  and  investigations 
undertaken  did  not  require  any  particular  depth  of  numismatic 
knowledge.  As  our  mid-western  farmers  sometimes  say,  "Even  a 

blind  pig  will  pick  up  an  acorn  once  in  a  while." 

3)  Just  because  something  has  been  written  down  in  books  for  a  long 
time  and  often  repeated  doesn't  always  mean  that  it  is  true. 

4)  A  certain  humility  is  important  for  a  researcher.  Just  because 
I  knew  some  significant  facts  didn't  mean  that  I  knew  all  the 
facts . 

5)  J-155  is  a  pattern,  but,  of  course,  with  a  much  different  metallic 
content  than  was  previously  ascribed  to  it. 


QUESTIONS 

1)  Why  did  Mr.  Woodin  make  a  mistake  of  this  magnitude? 

2)  Why  did  so  many  knowledgeable  numismatists  examine  the  Woodin- 
Farouk-Norweb  half  cent  and  the  Dupont-Spence  half  cent  over 
the  years  without  raising  the  questions  about  differences  in 
strike  and  weight  between  these  1854  coins  and  the  1856  copper- 
nickel  patterns,  which  are  so  obvious  using  hindsight? 

3)  Why  was  there  tin  and  silver  in  this  Norweb  coin  alloy?  Here 
let  me  offer  some  hypotheses.  As  to  tin,  J.  P.  Martin  of  ANACS 
quotes  a  letter  from  James  C.  Booth,  the  melter  and  assayer  of 
the  U.S.  Mint  at  Philadelphia,  who  said  that  more  tin  was  added 
"in  an  attempt  to  prevent  the  bronze  pieces  from  tarnishing" 

(it  has  previously  been  assumed  that  this  comment  referred  to 

J-162,  the  one  cent  piece  struck  in  a  material  described  as  "Oroide"). 
As  to  silver,  since  the  mint  was  testing  alloys  for  a  smaller 
one-cent  piece  to  replace  the  large  copper  cents  which  most  of 
us  love,  a  4  percent  silver  content  would  be  about  what  was  needed 
to  ensure  that  the  new  coins  would  contain  one  cent's  worth  of 
metal.  At  the  time  when  this  pattern  was  made,  those  responsible 
for  our  coins  were  still  operating  under  the  quaint  nineteenth-century 
notion  that  money  should  have  intrinsic  value.  They  did  not 
realize  that  one  could  rely  solely  on  the  integrity  of  our  elected 
officials  to  make  sure  that  money  retained  its  full  worth.  They 
believed  that  you  needed  full  precious  metal  content  in  money 
to  avoid  inflation.  It  was  such  a  cynical  age! 

4)  Are  there  other  nineteenth-century  pattern  coins  which  have  a 
metallic  content  different  from  what  is  specified  in  the  current 
references?  How  many  others  have  actually  been  tested? 


Finally,  appreciation  should  be  expressed  to  Frank  Wilkinson  for 
the  high  quality  of  his  photographs,  which  reveal  so  clearly  the  critical 
issue  of  strike  intensity.  Also,  thanks  to  those  EAC  members  who  wrote 
me  after  Part  I  of  the  article,  which  appeared  in  the  March,  1990  issue 


of  Penny-Wise ,  and  others  who  expressed  opinions  at  the  May,  1990  EAC 
Convention.  And,  of  course,  without  the  help  of  Eric  P.  Newman  who  arranged 
for  and  those  who  carried  out  the  nondestructive  metallic  tests,  none 
of  the  new  information  would  be  known. 


May  16,  1990 


ggf  TA1  K  AT  EAC  CONVENTION  -  Mqv,  1990 

One  of  the  irajor  purposes  of  this  talk  is  to  demonstrate  to  those 
people  who  haven't  tried  it  that  there  is  a  lot  of  fun  in  looking  for 

facts  about  old  coppers.  It  can  be  as  rruch  fun  as  looking  for  coins. 

Also,  I  want  to  express  the  opinion  that  just  about  anyone  can  do  it. 

You  do  not  have  to  be  one  of  the  great  intellectual  nun* i statists  of  EAC 
in  order  to  add  a  little  bit  to  our  corrrron  fund  of  knowledge. 

This  talk  will  also  reveal  for  the  first  tinre  the  truth  about  the 

metallic  composition  of  a  coin  which  has  been  known  as  Judd  155  - 
the  so-called  1854  copper-nickel  pattern  half  cent.  Undoubtedly  many 
of  you  did  not  read  my  article  describing  the  history  of  this  coin  in 
the  March  issue  of  Penny-Wise.  There  may  even  be  one  or  two  who  read 
the  article  but  did  not  commit  every  syllable  of  it  to  memory.  Therefore, 
let  me  summarize  the  facts  that  had  been  known  until  recently,  and  illustrate 
some  of  the  relevant  points. 

The  first  published  listing  of  the  1854  copper-nickel  pattern  half 
cent  was  in  the  Adams  and  Woodin  book  entitled  United  States  Pattern. 

.Trial,  and  Experimental  Pieces  published  in  1913.  It  was  numbered  AW192 
and  described  as  "unique."  In  1954  a  second  alleged  specimen  appeared 
in  the  Anderson-Dupont  sale,  lot  1155.  When  Judd's  book  on  U.S.  patterns 
appeared  in  1959,  the  coin  was  numbered  J155,  and  the  second  specimen 
was  added.  Similar  references  repeating  this  information  were  in  Empire 
Coin  Company's  United  States  Half  Cents  in  1962,  the  first  edition  of 
Roger  Cohen's  American  Half  Cents  in  1971,  and  in  Walter  Breen's  Encyclopedia 
Of  United  States  and  Colonial  Proof  Coins  in  1977.  By  the  time  of  the 
publication  of  Cohen's  second  edition  in  1982  and  Breen's  monumental  Encvclo- 


pedia  of  U.S.  Half  Cents  in  1983,  the  question  of  the  existence  of  the 
coin  had  arisen,  and  was  discussed  in  those  two  works.  However,  the  seventh 
edition  of  Judd,  revised  by  Kosoff  in  1982,  still  listed  J155  as  "two 
known . " 

How  did  the  question  about  this  long  accepted  coin  arise?  The  Dupont 
specirren  reappeared  as  lot  880  in  Stack's  Spence  sale  in  1975.  I  bought 
it  for  about  four  tires  what  a  regular  copper  proof  of  1854  sold  for. 

At  first  glance  the  coin  seeired  perfectly  satisfactory  to  ire.  It  had 
a  golden  color  well  within  the  noriral  range  of  naturally  toned  examples 
of  the  1856  copper-nickel  pattern.  In  fact,  there  was  a  slight  edge  nick 
which  alrrost  served  the  function  of  a  chop  rrark.  Inside  the  nick  the 
coin  was  an  appropriately  brassy  color.  And,  the  coin  was  accompanied 
by  the  envelope  from  the  Dupont  sale.  But  something  bothered  me  about 
it.  Something  was  not  quite  as  good  as  it  ought  to  be,  but  I  couldn't 
figure  out  what.  Then  it  dawned  on  me  that  it  was  too  good.  The  coin 
was  simply  too  well  struck  up.  It  was  fully  struck  on  both  the  obverse 
and  reverse,  particularly  the  denticles. 

SLIDE 

This  is  what  the  copper-nickel  half  cent  pattern  struck  in  1856  looks 
like.  Because  of  the  hardness  the  nickel  adds  to  the  alloy,  notice  the 
flat  strike  on  parts  of  the  hair  and,  in  particular,  the  mushy  areas  in 
many  of  the  denticles. 


Notice  the  flat  areas  on  the  highest  leaves  and  the  denticles  on  this 


which  is  the  reverse  of  the  saire  coin,  Illustrations  in  all  reference 
books  clearly  show  this  lack  of  complete  detail, 

SLIDE 

By  comparison,  here  is  a  typical  regular  issue  copper  1856,  The 
denticles  are  complete. 


SLIDE 

And  this  is  the  reverse,  See  the  detail  in  the  high  leaves. 

SLIDE 


And  here  is  another  copper-nickel  specimen. 


SLIDE 


And  its  reverse. 

The  1856  copper-nickel  pattern  is  relatively  common.  Yet,  I  have 
never  seen  nor  heard  of  a  fully  struck  up  example, 

S  L  D  E  (BLANK) 

However,  the  1854  that  I  had  just  purchased  was  fully  struck  up. 
How  could  it  possibly  be  copper-nickel? 
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I  began  thinking  about  the  weights,  The  regular  copper  half  cents 
of  the  1850s  adhered  closely  to  the  84  grain  standard.  The  1856  copper-nickel 
patterns  weighed  consistently  in  the  range  of  70-72  grains,  The  1854 
pattern  was  listed  in  the  Anderson-Dupont  catalog  as  weighing  84  grains, 
like  the  regular  issue.  This  consent  was  repeated  in  the  Spence  sale 
catalog,  I  quickly  weighed  rry  new  acquisition,  and  the  result  was  an 
unairbiguous  84.1  grains. 

Now  fry  skepticisrr  was  really  aroused.  I  consulted  a  1  ong-t irre  friend 
and  neighbor,  Eric  Newrran.  He  had  no  explanation  for  the  differences 
in  strike  and  weight,  but  offered  to  send  the  coin  to  a  friend  at  the 
chenristry  lab  at  Washington  University  for  an  X-ray  spectroscopic  exafr. 

The  results  were  clear.  The  Dupont-Spence  coin,  except  for  traces  of 
irrpurities,  was  all  copper,  When  I  sent  the  coin  and  findings  back  to 
Stack's,  I  received  a  prorrpt  refund  with  a  gracious  letter  of  regret, 

Now,  of  course,  the  question  arose  as  to  the  true  rretal lie  content 
of  the  original  specirren,  which  fright  again  clairr  the  adjective  "unique." 

How  could  anyone  be  sure  that  the  Adafrs-Woodin  piece  was  indeed  copper-nickel; 
perhaps  it  was  also  an  unusually  toned  copper  proof. 


I  couldn't  find  a  picture  of  it  anywhere  which  fright  show  the  strike 

or  any  reference  to  its  strike  or  weight.  I  talked  to  endless  nufrbers 

of  people  trying  to  locate  the  coin,  or  a  picture,  or  a  description,  or 

what  it  loakeGl .like.  Zero.  ...Zilch.  nNada.  ,  . 

illy  i  learned  that  the  Adairs-Woodin  coin  had  reappeared 

in  the, Farouk  sale  and  been  bought  by  a  Florida  dealer  nafred  Randall. 
More  >/ 

^Mr.  Randall  had  since  died,  and  had  left  behind  no  i nf orrrat ion  as  to  what 
had  becofre  of  the  1854  Adafrs-Woodin  coin.  Now  I  was  really  worried. 


even  a  rreirory  of 
Nothing. yyEventui 


Supposing  fry  suspicions  were  right,  that  this  coin  was  also  a  regular 
copper  1854  half  cent,  but  that  it  had  becoire  separated  froir  its  pedigree. 

Now  we  would  have  just  a  regular  copper  coin,  and  we  would  forever  be 
deprived  of  the  opportunity  to  establish  conclusively  that  the  1854  copper- 
nickel  pattern  did  not  exist.  Its  reerrergence  would  refrain  forever  possible. 
Please,  everybody,  keep  the  pedigrees  of  your  significant  coins  with  the 
coins. 

For  years  the  search  appeared  to  be  at  a  dead-end.  Then,  finally 
in  early  1987  rry  phone  rang.  It  was  Frank  Wilkinson.  He  told  rre  that 
the  Norweb  collection,  which  was  to  be  sold  by  Bowers  and  Merena,  had 
a  coin  in  it  that  I  had  been  looking  for.  When  he  told  rre  it  was  the 
Woodin-Farouk  specimen  of  the  1854  copper-nickel  pattern,  I  literally 
jurrped  out  of  fry  chair.  Frank  further  told  rre  that  Del  Bland  had  seen 
the  coin,  said  it  was  well  struck,  and  considered  it  to  be  a  regular  1854 
copper  half  cent. 

When  the  Norweb  lots  were  available  for  inspection,  there  were  rrany 
terrific  rarities.  However,  the  star  for  rre  was  a  coin  I  considered  to 
be  absolutely  corrrron.  It  was  lot  134,  which  I  believed  to  be  a  regular 
issue  1854  half  cent,  Rl.  It  had  norrral  color,  the  weight  was  given  as 
83.4  grains,  and  it  was  fully  struck  up.  The  catalog  was  careful  to  describe 
the  question  as  to  the  coin's  rretallic  content  and  quoted  at  length  frofr 
Waiter's  book.  The  catalog  concluded  by  saying  "As  no  rretallic  analysis 
has  been  rrade  of  this  piece,  no  warranty  is  given  except  to  say  that  it 
has  traditionally  been  described  as  copper-nickel." 


SLIDE 


Here  is  a  regular  copper  1854  half  cent, 


(a 


SLIDE 


And  its  reverse. 


SLIDE 

And  here  is  a  picture  of  the  Woodin-Farouk-Norweb  coin,  which  is 
on  display  in  the  exhibit  section  of  this  convention, 

SLIDE 

And  its  reverse.  Everyone  who  has  ventured  an  opinion  considers 
it  to  be  a  regular  copper  half  cent,  just  as  I  did, 

Nevertheless,  to  resolve  the  question  I  bought  the  coin  for  $1,980. 

I  considered  that  its  actual  value,  except  for  its  historical  interest, 
was  in  the  range  of  $100.  The  excess  I  regarded  as  a  philanthropic  con¬ 
tribution  to  the  study  of  nurr i srrat ics .  And  to  satisfy  fry  own  15-year-old 
curiosity. 

Again,  with  the  assistance  of  Eric  Newrran,  the  coin  was  sent  off 
for  non-destructive  rreta  1  lie  analysis,  this  tirre  to  the  ANA  Certification 
Service.  While  awaiting  its  return,  I  sat  down  to  write  an  article  about 
the  undiscovery  of  a  variety,  explaining  that  the  J155  pattern  did  not 
exist, 
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When  the  coin  was  returned  with  its  analysis,  I  began  to  read  the 
letter  routinely,  certain  of  what  it  would  say.  Sure  enough,  I  was  right; 
there  is  no  nickel  in  this  well  struck  coin. 

SLIDE 

But  froir  there  on  I  couldn't  have  been  frore  wrong.  The  corrposition 
is  80  percent  copper; 


SLIDE 


16  percent  tin; 


SLIDE 


and  4  percent  silver. 


SLIDE 

The  letter  went  on  to  add  that  the  coin  had  been  tested  at  two  different 
places  on  its  surface  and  that  with  inf  ini tesirral  differences,  the  results 
were  the  safre  at  both  spots. 

What  a  surprise!  The  J155  1854  pattern  does  exist,  only  its  iretallic 
content  is  drarrat ical ly  different  frorr  that  which  had  always  been  attributed 
to  it. 


SLIDE  (BLANK) 
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Opinions  I  have  reached  as  a  result  of  this  experience  include: 

Searching  for  information  about  early  coppers  is  a  lot  of  fun.  The  search 
itself  is  fun  even  when  you  don't  come  up  with  any  significant  answers. 

And,  secondly,  almost  anyone  can  do  it.  The  observations  I  made  and  inves¬ 
tigations  I  undertook  did  not  require  any  particular  depth  of  numismatic 
knowledge.  As  our  mid-western  farmers  sometimes  say  "Even  a  blind  pig 
will  pick  up  an  acorn  once  in  a  while."  A  third  opinion  is  that  just 
because  something  has  been  written  down  in  books  for  a  long  time  and  repeated 
often  doesn't  always  mean  that  it  is  true.  A  fourth  opinion  is  that  a 
certain  humility  is  important  for  a  researcher.  Just  because  I  knew  some 
significant  facts  didn't  mean  that  I  knew  all  the  facts. 

And,  of  course,  one  answer  generates  several  new  questions.  Why 
did  Mr.  Woodin  make  a  mistake  of  this  magnitude?  Why  did  so  many  know¬ 
ledgeable  numismatists  examine  these  two  coins  over  the  years  without 
raising  the  questions  about  strike  and  weight,  which  are  so  obvious  using 
hindsight?  Next,  why  was  there  A  percent  silver  in  this  alloy  being  tested? 

I  would  like  to  spectulate  on  this  one.  In  the  era  in  which  this  coin 
was  made,  those  responsible  for  our  money  were  still  operating  under  the 
quaint  nineteenth-century  notion  that  money  should  have  value.  They  did 
not  realize  that  one  could  rely  solely  on  the  integrity  of  our  elected 
officials  to  make  sure  that  money  retained  its  full  value.  They  believed 
that  you  needed  precious  metal  content  in  money  to  avoid  inflation.  It 
was  such  a  cynical  age.  If  the  mint  were  considering  a  smaller  one-cent 
piece  to  replace  the  large  coppers  which  most  of  us  love,  4  percent  silver 
content  would  be  just  about  what  was  needed  to  ensure  that  the  new  coins 
would  have  one  cent  worth  of  the  precious  metal. 


A  final  question  that  cores  to  rind  has  to  do  with  the  retallic  content 
traditionally  ascribed  to  other  nineteenth-century  pattern  coins.  How 
rany  others  have  actually  been  tested?  How  rany  of  ther  ray  have  retallic 
content  different  fror  that  which  is  listed  in  the  current  reference  works? 

The  search  for  knowledge  isn't  over. 


R.  TETTENHORST 


BE 1 S  TALK  AT  JAC  CONVENTION  -  May,  1990  -  DRAFT  #2 


One  of  the  major  purposes  of  this  talk  is  to  demonstrate  to  those 
people  who  haven't  tried  it  that  there  is  a  lot  of  fun  in  looking  for 
facts  about  old  coppers.  It  can  be  as  much  fun  as  looking  for  coins. 
Also,  I  want  to  express  the  opinion  that  just  about  anyone  can  do  it. 
You  do  not  have  to  be  one  of  the  great  intellectual  numi^iatists  of 
EAC  in  order  to  add  a  little  bit  to  our  common  fund  of  knowledge. 


This  talk  will  also  reveal  for  the  first  time  the  truth  about 

the  metallic  composition  of  a  coin  which  has  been  known  as  Judd  155  - 
the  so-called  1854  copper-nickel  pattern  half  cent.  Undoubtedly  many 
of  you  did  not  read  my  article  describing  the  history  of  this  coin 

in  the  March  issue  of  Penny-Wise .  There  may  even  be  one  or  two  who 

read  the  article  but  did  not  commit  every  syllable  of  it  to  memory. 
Therefore,  let  me  summarize  the  facts  that  had  been  known  until  recently, 
and  illustrate  some  of  the  relevant  points. 


The  first  published  listing  of  the  1854  copper-nickel  pattern 
half  cent  was  in  the  Adams  and  Woodin  book  entitled  United  States  Pattern, 

Trial,  and  Experimental  Pieces  published  in  1913.  It  was  numbered 
AW192  and  described  as  "unique."  In  1954  a  second  alleged  specimen 
appeared  in  the  Anderson-Dupont  sale,  lot  1155.  When  Judd's  book  on 
U.S.  patterns  appeared  in  1959,  the  coin  was  numbered  J155,  and  the 


second  specimen  was  added.  Similar  references  repeating  this  information 


were  in  Empire  Coin  Company's  United  States  Half  Cents  in  1962,  the 


first  edition  of  Roger  Cohen's  American  Half  Cents  in  1971,  and  in 
Walter  Breen's  Encyclopedia  of  United  States  and  Colonial  Proof  Coins 
in  1977.  By  the  time  of  the  publication  of  Cohen's  second  edition 
in  19$2  and  Breen's  monumental  Encyclopedia  of  U.S.  Half  Cents  in  1983, 
the  question  of  the  existence  of  the  coin  had  arisen,  and  was  discussed 
in  tt^se  two  works.  However,  the  seventh  edition  of  Judd,  revised 
by  Kosoff  in  1982,  still  listed  J155  as  "two  known." 

How  did  the  question  about  this  long  accepted  coin  arise?  The 
Dupont  specimen  reappeared  as  lot  880  in  Stack's  Spence  sale  in  1975. 

I  bought  it  for  about  four  times  what  a  regular  copper  proof  of  1854 
sold  for.  At  first  glance  the  coin  seemed  perfectly  satisfactory  to 
me.  It  had  a  golden  color  well  within  the  normal  range  of  naturally 
toned  examples  of  the  1856  copper-nickel  pattern.  In  fact,  there  was 
a  slight  edge  nick  which  almost  served  the  function  of  a  chop  mark. 

Inside  the  nick  the  coin  was  an  appropriately  brassy  color.  And,  the 
coin  was  accompanied  by  the  envelope  from  the  Dupont  sale.  But  something 
bothered  me  about  it^^omething  was  not  quite  as  good  as  it  ought  to 
be,  but  I  couldn't  figure  out  what.  Then  it  dawned  on  me  that  it  was 
to°  good.  The  coin  was  simply  too  well  struck  up.  It  was  fully  struck 
on  both  the  obverse  and  reverse,  particularly  the  denticles. 


SLIDE 


This  is  what  the  copper-nickel  half  cent  pattern  struck  in  1856 


looks  like.  Because  of  the  hardness  the  nickel  adds  to  the  alloy, 
notice  the  flat  strike  on  parts  of  the  hair  and,  in  particular,  the 
mushy  areas  in  many  of  the  denticles. 


SLIDE 


Notice  the  flat  areas  on  the  highest  leaves  and  the  denticles  on 
this,  which  is  the  reverse  of  the  same  coin.  Illustrations  in  all 
reference  books  clearly  show  this  lack  of  complete  detail. 


SLIDE 


By  comparison,  here  is  a  typical  regular  issue  copper  1856.  The 
denticles  are  complete. 


SLIDE 


And  this  is  the  reverse.  See  the  detail  in  the  high  leaves. 


SLIDE 


And  here  is  another  copper-nickel  specimen. 


SLIDE 


And  its  reverse. 


The  1856  copper-nickel  pattern  is  relatively  common.  Yet,  I  have 


never  seen  nor  heard  of  a  fully  struck  up  example. 


SLIDE 


However,  the  1854  that  I  had  just  purchased  was  fully  struck  up. 

How  could  it  possibly  be  copper-nickel? 

I  began  thinking  about  the  weights.  The  regular  copper  half  cents 
of  the  1850s  adhered  closely  to  the  84  grain  standard.  The  1856  copper-nickel 
patterns  weighed  consistently  in  the  range  of  70-72  grains.  The  1854 
pattern  was  listed  in  the  Anderson-Dupont  catalog  as  weighing  84  grains, 
like  the  regular  issue.  This  comment  was  repeated  in  the  Spence  sale 
catalog.  I  quickly  weighed  my  new  acquisition,  and  the  result  was 
an  unambiguous  84.1  grains. 

Now  my  skepticism  was  really  aroused.  I  consulted  a  long-time 
friend  and  neighbor,  Eric  Newman.  He  had  no  explanation  for  the  differences 
in  strike  and  weight,  but  offered  to  send  the  coin  to  a  friend  at  the 
chemistry  lab  at  Washington  University  for  an  X-ray  spectroscopic  exam. 

The  results  were  clear.  The  Dupont-Spence  coin,  except  for  traces 
of  impurities,  was  all  copper.  When  I  sent  the  coin  and  findings  back 
to  Stack's,  I  received  a  prompt  refund  with  a  gracious  letter  of  regret. 


Now,  of  course,  the  question  arose  as  to  the  true  metallic  content 
of  the  original  specimen,  which  might  again  claim  the  adjective  "unique." 

How  could  anyone  be  sure  that  the  Adams-Woodin  piece  was  indeed  copper-nickel 
perhaps  it  was  also  an  unusually  toned  copper  proof. 

I  couldn't  find  a  picture  of  it  anywhere  which  might  show  the 
strike  or  any  reference  to  its  strike  or  weight.  I  talked  to  endless 
numbers  of  people  trying  to  locate  the  coin,  or  a  picture,  or  a  description, 
or  even  a  memory  of  what  it  looked  like.  Zero.  .  .Zilch.  .  .Nada.  .  . 
Nothing.  Eventually  I  learned  that  the  Adams-Woodin  coin  had  reappeared 
in  the  Farouk  sale  and  been  bought  by  a  Florida  dealer  named  Randall. 

Mr.  Randall  had  since  died,  and  had  left  behind  no  information  as  to 
what  had  become  of  the  1854  Adams-Woodin  coin.  Now  I  was  really  worried. 
Supposing  my  suspicions  were  right,  that  this  coin  was  also  a  regular 
copper  1854  half  cent,  but  that  it  had  become  separated  from  its  pedigree. 
Now  we  would  have  just  a  regular  copper  coin,  and  we  would  forever 

4 

be  deprived  of  the  opportunity  to  establish  conclusively  that  the  1854 
copper-nickel  pattern  did  not  exist.  Its  reemergence  would  remain 
forever  possible.  Please,  everybody,  keep  the  pedigrees  of  your  significant 
coins  with  the  coins. 

For  years  the  search  appeared  to  be  at  a  dead-end.  Then,  finally 
in  early  1987  my  phone  rang.  It  was  Frank  Wilkinson.  He  told  me  that 
the  Norweb  collection,  which  was  to  be  sold  by  Bowers  and  Merena,  had 


a  coin  in  it  that  I  had  been  looking  for.  When  he  told  me  it  was  the 


Woodin-Farouk  specimen  of  the  1854  copper-nickel  pattern,  I  literally 
jumped  out  of  my  chair.  Frank  further  told  me  that  Del  Bland  had  seen 
the  coin,  said  it  was  well  struck,  and  considered  it  to  be  a  regular 
1854  copper  half  cent. 


When  the  Norweb  lots  were  available  for  inspection,  there  were 
many  terrific  rarities.  However,  the  star  for  me  was  a  coin  I  considered 
to  be  absolutely  common.  It  was  lot  134,  which  I  believed  to  be  a 
regular  issue  1854  half  cent,  Rl .  It  had  normal  color,  the  weight 
was  given  as  83.4  grains,  and  it  was  fully  struck  up.  The  catalog 
was  careful  to  describe  the  question  as  to  the  coin's  metallic  content 
and  quoted  at  length  from  Walter's  book.  The  catalog  concluded  by 
saying  "As  no  metallic  analysis  has  been  made  of  this  piece,  no  warranty 
is  given  except  to  say  that  it  has  traditionally  been  described  as 
copper-nickel . " 


SLIDE 


Here  is  a  regular  copper  1854  half  cent. 


SLIDE 


And  its  reverse. 


SLIDE 


And  here  is  a  picture  of  the  Woodin-Farouk-Norweb  coin,  which 


is  on  display  in  the  exhibit  section  of  this  convention. 


SLIDE 


And  its  reverse.  Everyone  who  has  ventured  an  opinion  considers 
it  to  be  a  regular  copper  half  cent,  just  as  I  did. 


Nevertheless,  to  resolve  the  question  I  bought  the  coin  for  $1,980. 
I  considered  that  its  actual  value,  except  for  its  historical  interest, 
was  in  the  range  of  $100.  The  excess  I  regarded  as  a  philanthropic 


Again,  with  the  assistance  of  Eric  Newman,  the  coin  was  sent  off 
for  non-destructive  metallic  analysis,  this  time  to  the  ANA  Certification 
Service.  While  awaiting  its  return,  I  sat  down  to  write  an  article 
about  the  undiscovery  of  a  variety,  explaining  that  the  J155  pattern 

did  not  exist. 


When  the  coin  was  returned  with  its  analysis,  I  began  to  read 

the  letter  routinely,  certain  of  what  it  would  say.  Sure  enough,  I 

♦ 

was  right;  there  M  no  nickel  in  this  well  struck  coin. 


SLIDE 


But  from  there  on  I  couldn't  have  been  more  wrong.  The  composition 


is  80  percent  copper; 


SLIDE 


16  percent  tin; 


SLIDE 


and  4  percent  silver. 


SLIDE 


The  letter  went  on  to  add  that  the  coin  had  been  tested  at  two 
different  places  on  its  surface  and  that  with  infinitesimal  differences, 
the  results  were  the  same  at  both  spots. 

What  a  surprise!  The  J155  1854  pattern  does  exist,  only  its  metallic 
content  is  dramatically  different  from  that  which  had  always  been  attributed 
to  it. 


SLIDE  (BLANK) 


Opinions  I  have  reached  as  a  result  of  this  experience  include: 


Searching  for  information  about  early  coppers  is  a  lot  of  fun.  The 


search  itself  is  fun  even  when  you  don't  come  up  with  any  significant 

) 

answers.  And,  almost  anyone  can  do  it.  The  observations  I  made  and 

A 

investigations  I  undertook  did  not  require  any  particular  depth 
numismatic  knowledge.  As  our  mid-western  farmers  sometimes  say  "Even 
a  blind  pig  will  pick  up  aV|acorn  once  in  a  while."  A  o-eetfftd  opinion 
is  that  just  because  something  has  been  written  down  in  books  for  a 
long  time  and  repeated  often  doesn't  always  mean  that  it  is  true. 

4 

A  4^iixd  opinion  is  that  a  certain  humility  is  important  for  a  researcher. 

Just  because  I  knew  some  significant  facts  didn't  mean  that  I  knew 

all  the  facts. 

And,  of  course,  one  answer  generates  several  new  questions.  Why 
did  Mr.  Woodin  make  a  mistake  of  this  magnitude?  Why  did  so  many  knowledgeable 
numismatists  examine  these  two  coins  over  the  years  without  raising 
the  questions  about  strike  and  weight,  which  are  so  obvious  using  hindsight? 
Next,  why  was  there  4  percent  silver  in  this  alloy  being  tested?  I 
would  like  to  spectulate  on  this  one.  In  the  era  in  which  this  coin 
was  made,  those  responsible  for  our  money  were  still  operating  under 
the  quaint  nineteenth-century  notion  that  money  should  have  value. 

The  did  not  realize  that  one  could  rely  solely  on  the  integrity  of 
our  elected  officials  to  make  sure  that  money  retained  its  full  value. 

They  believed  that  you  needed  precious  metal  content  in  money  to  avoid 
inflation.  It  was  such  a  cynical  age.  If  the  mint  were  considering 
a  smaller  one-cent  piece  to  replace  the  large  coppers  which  most  of 
us  love,  4  percent  silver  content  would  be  just  about  what  was  needed 


to  ensure  that  the  new  coins  would  have  one  cent  worth  of  the  precious 


metal . 


A  final  question  that  comes  to  mind  has  to  do  with  the  metallic 
content  traditionally  ascribed  to  other  nineteenth-century  pattern 
coins.  How  many  others  ^ctuaJl^/have) been  tested?  How  many  of  them 
may  have  metallic  content  different  from  that  which  is  listed  in  the 


current  reference  works? 


•it  TW-  -tMAsdb 


May  21,  1990 


FRANK  WILKINSON 

Enclosed  is  a  draft  of  Part  II  of 
my  article  on  the  1854  copper-nickel 
pattern  half  cent,  as  submitted 
to  Penny-Wise . 

You  already  know  the  substance, 
of  course. 


FROM  THE  DESK  OF  R.  TETTENHORST 


R.  TETTENHORST 
P.  O.  Box  14020 
Saint  Louis,  Missouri  63178 


May  21,  1990 


Mr.  Q.  David  Bowers 

Bowers  and  Merena  Galleries,  Inc. 

Box  1224 

Wolfeboro,  NH  03894 


Dear  Dave : 

Enclosed  is  a  draft  of  Part  II  of  my  article  on  the  1854  copper-nickel  pattern 
half  cent  (Norweb  lot  #134)  as  submitted  to  Penny-Wise . 

Your  associate,  Andy  Pollock,  may  be  interested  in  the  actual  metallic  content 
of  this  coin.  It  turns  out  to  be  a  pattern,  but  with  no  nickel.  It  is  approxi¬ 
mately  80  percent  copper,  16  percent  tin,  and  4  percent  silver. 

Also,  question  #4  in  the  enclosed  article  is  one  that  he  may  want  to  think 
about.  I  would  be  interested  in  any  reaction  that  you  and  he  have. 


Sincerely 


R.  Tettenhorst 


m 


Enclosure 


Bowers  and  Merena  Galleries,  Inc. 


May  3,  1990 


BOX  1224 
WOLFEBORO,  NH  03894 
(603)  569-5095 
Fax  line:  (603)  569-5319 


Thank  you  for  your  letter.  Although  you  did  not  enclose  the  article  you  mentioned, 
I  do  have  it  on  hand  and  will  pass  it  along  to  Andy  Pollock.  The  pattern  project 
is  coming  along  nicely,  and  next  week  Andy  is  headed  for  the  Smithsonian  to  weigh, 
study  the  die  alignment  of,  and  otherwise  evaluate  the  patterns  in  their  holdings. 


Mr.  Bernard  Edison 
Edison  Brothers  Stores,  Inc. 
501  North  Broadway,  Box  14020 
St.  Louis,  MO  63178 

Dear  Bernard: 


I  am  glad  you  enjoyed  the  New  England  delicacies! 


Q.  David  Bowers 

QDB/mkv 

Copy  to: 

Andy  Pollock 


Your  friends  in  the  rare  coin  business 


EDISON  BROTHERS  STORGS  INC. 

501  NORTH  BROADWAY,  P.  O.  BOX  14020.  ST.  LOUIS,  MO  63178 

Bernard  edison  April  30,  1990 


Mr.  Q.  David  Bowers 

Bowers  and  Merena  Galleries,  Inc. 

Box  1224 

Wolfeboro,  NH  03894 


Dear  Dave : 

Thanks  very  much  for  the  maple  syrup,  aged  Cheddar,  and  pre¬ 
serves.  Those  New  England  products  have  a  character  and 
quality  all  their  own. 

Eric  received  a  letter  from  a  member  of  your  staff,  Andrew 
Pollock,  with  respect  to  patterns  and  die  trial  pieces. 

I  am  enclosing  an  article  that  I  wrote  for  the  March  1990 
issue  of  Penny-Wise  on  the  subject  of  the  1854  half  cent, 
supposedly  a  pattern,  which  I  bought  in  your  Norweb  Sale. 

It  may  be  of  interest  to  Mr.  Pollock.  The  follow-up  article 
will  appear  in  the  next  issue  of  Penny-Wise . 

Incidentally,  the  article  is  written  under  my  nom  de  plume^ 
of  R.  Tettenhorst.  Please  keep  extremely  confidential  the 
connection  of  the  name  Edison  with  that  of  Mr.  Tettenhorst. 

With  further  respect  to  trial  pieces,  I  have  two  1795  half 
cents  in  my  collection  which  might  be  of  interest  to  Mr. 
Pollock.  One  was  struck  on  a  planchet  cut  from  a  copper 
trial  piece  for  a  1794  half  dollar.  The  other  was  struck 
on  a  planchet  cut  from  a  trial  piece  for  a  1795  half  dollar. 
Both  are  in  well-worn  condition,  but  there  is  still  enough 
detail  of  the  undertype  visible  to  make  its  identification 
possible . 

Thanks  again  for  the  New  England  edibles,  which  my  family 
and  I  have  already  enjoyed. 


Sincerely, 


Bernard  Edison 


mb 


Enclosure 


Bowers  and  Merena  Galleries,  Inc. 


April  18,  1990 


BOX  1224 
WOLFEBORO,  NH  03894 
(603)  569-5095 
Fax  line:  (603)  569-5319 


Mr.  Bernard  Edison 

Edison  Brothers  Stores,  Inc. 

501  North  Broadway 
St.  Louis,  MO  63178 

Dear  Bernard, 

Our  friend  Tim  Westman,  who  runs  Westman's  Weathered  Barn,  purveyors  of  New  Hampshire 
and  Vermont  food  products,  advises  me  that  the  1990  crop  of  maple  syrup,  just  gathered, 
is  particularly  fine  this  year.  Under  separate  cover  I  am  having  him  send  you  a  sample 
of  this,  together  with  some  other  "goodies"  which  I  know  you  will  enjoy. 

us  here  at  Bowers  and  Merena  Galleries. 


QDB/dw 


All  good /Washes  to  you  from  all  of 
Sincere! 


Q.  David  Bowers 


Your  friends  in  the  rare  coin  business 


Auctions  by  Bowers  ane 


Mr.  Eric  P.  Newman 

C/0  Edison  Brothers  Stores  Inc. 

501  N.  Broadway 

St.  Louis,  MO  63102 


Reminder:  You  may  want  to  offer 

him  the  information  on  the  50<? 
die  trial  pieces  that  you  have 
which  were  cut  down  and  made  int< 
half  cents.  Also  mention  the 
one  that  Don  Partrick  has . 

mb 

3/20/90 

fZ>L-  Y'^3 


Dear  Mr.  Newman: 


Thank  you  very  much  for  your  letter  of  February  13,  and  for  the  inventory  of  patterns 
in  your  collection. 

We  are  very  interested  in  the  metrology  of  the  different  issues  of  patterns  and  intend  to 
report  as  fully  on  this  aspect  of  the  series  as  we  can.  The  problem  that  we  face  is  that 
the  amount  of  information  available  in  auction  catalogues  and  other  published  sources  is 
for  the  most  part  very  scanty.  Data  pertaining  to  weights,  die  alignments,  and  diameters 
of  the  pieces  in  your  collection  would  be  very  welcome. 

We  expect  to  devote  a  separate  section  of  our  book  to  die  trial  pieces  and  off-metal 
Proofs,  and  thus  we  would  be  delighted  to  have  information  on  your  1913  Indian  Head  5c 
Trial  piece,  and  on  the  set  of  aluminum  trial  pieces  once  owned  by  Secretary  McCulloch. 

I  am  presently  spending  much  of  my  research  time  investigating  die  varieties  in  the  pattern 
series.  I'll  be  forwarding  information  to  you  on  these  once  I've  completed  my  study.  I 
can  say  at  present  that  I  am  aware  of  two  or  more  die  varieties  of  each  of  the  following: 
J-206,  208,  235,  298,  300,  666,  1550,  all  of  which  are  in  your  collection. 

We  appreciate  the  interest  that  you  have  shown  in  the  pattern  reference  book  project,  and 
will  keep  you  updated  on  the  progress  on  the  work  until  the  reference  book  is  complete. 

Any  comments,  suggestions,  and  additional  information  that  you  can  supply  will  be  highly 
valued. 


Andrew  W.  Pollock,  III 
Staff  Numismatist 

Auctions  by  Bowers  and  Merena,  Inc. 


AWP/cll 


You  r  friends  in  the  rare  coin  business 


cj-f  c^rzs<\ 

jooyy^s — 


EDISON  BROTHERS  STORES  INC. 


501  NORTH  BROADWAY,  P.  O.  BOX  14020,  ST.  LOUIS,  MO  63178 


BERNARD  EDISON 


May  22,  1990 


Mr.  Jerry  Cohen 

Jerry  Cohen  Corporation 

9465  Wilshire  Boulevard,  Suite  519 

Beverly  Hills,  CA  90212 


Dear  Jerry: 

Attached  are  copies  of  the  two  articles  I  wrote  for  Penny-Wise 
regarding  the  1854  pattern  half  cent,  J-155. 

I  have  looked  at  my  records  on  the  1809  over  06.  This  variety 
is  very  rare  in  true  uncirculated  condition.  Most  of  the  refer¬ 
ences  indicate  that  there  are  only  four  or  five  known  in  that 
grade,  although  there  are  apparently  several  dozen  in  AU.  I 
have  a  specimen  that  I  paid  $500  for  at  the  Spence  Sale  in  March 
of  1975.  As  far  as  I  can  recall,  this  was  four  or  five  times 
the  price  for  a  common  variety  uncirculated  1809,  and  was  a 
bit  more  than  the  price  for  which  the  proof  half  cents  of  the 
1830s  and  1850s  were  selling  for  at  that  time. 

Thank  you  very  much  for  representing  me  at  the  Manuscript  Society 
Sale. 


Sincerely, 


mb 


Enclosures 


The  1854  Copper-Nickel  Pattern  Half  Cent  -  Does  It  Exist? 


Introduction 

There  are  three  purposes  to  this  article.  The  first  is  to  describe  the 
pleasure  of  an  experience  in  numismatic  research  that  extended  over  approximately 
fifteen  years.  The  second  purpose  is  to  demonstrate  that  almost  any  collector 
with  enough  patience  and  enthusiasm  can  engage  in  numismatic  research,  even 
though  he  may  not  be  one  of  EAC ' s  more  experienced  and  scholarly  members. 

The  third  purpose  is  to  disclose  the  answer  to  the  question  as  to  whether  the 

1854  copper-nickel  pattern  half  cent  exists. 

The  presentation  will  be  in  three  parts,  of  which  this  article  is  the 
first.  It  will  tell  how  the  question  arose  and  describe  the  search  for  the 
answer.  The  second  part  will  be  a  visual  and  oral  presentation  at  the  Forum 
during  EAC 1 s  1990  Convention  in  Orlando,  where  the  coin  will  be  displayed  and 

the  question  will  be  answered.  The  third  part  will  be  a  follow-up  article 

on  the  subject  which  will  be  submitted  to  Penny-Wise . 

A  Brief  Review  of  the  History  of  the  1854  Copper-Nickel  Pattern  Half  Cent 

The  first  published  listing  of  the  1854  copper-nickel  pattern  half  cent 
was  in  the  Adams  and  Woodin  book  entitled  United  States  Pattern,  Trial,  and 
Experimental  Pieces,  published  in  1913.  The  coin  was  listed  as  Adams-Woodin 
number  192  and  described  as  "unique."  In  1954  a  second  specimen  appeared  for 
the  first  time  in  the  Anderson-Dupont  sale,  lot  1155.  The  variety  was  listed 
in  Judd's  United  States  Pattern,  Experimental  and  Trial  Pieces  (1959)  and  given 
the  number  155.  The  information  in  Judd  is  merely  a  restatement  of  what  appeared 
in  Adams-Woodin,  with  the  addition  of  the  second  specimen.  Similar  references 
were  in  Empire  Coin  Company's  United  States  Half  Cents  (1962);  in  the  first 
edition  of  Roger  Cohen's  American  Half  Cents  (1971);  and  in  Walter  Breen's 
Encyclopedia  of  United  States  and  Colonial  Proof  Coins  (1977).  By  the  time 
of  the  publication  of  Cohen's  second  edition  (1982)  and  Breen's  Encyclopedia 
of  U.S.  Halt  Cents  (1983),  I  had  brought  the  question  as  to  the  existence  of 
the  coin  to  the  attention  of  those  authors.  It  is  discussed  on  page  123  of 
Cohen  and  page  451  of  Breen.  However,  the  seventh  edition  of  Judd,  revised 
by  Kosoff  in  1982,  still  listed  J155  as  "two  known." 


The  Spence  Sale  and  Its  Consequences 


The  Dupont  specimen  reappeared  as  lot  880  in  the  Spence  sale  on  March  15, 
1975,  exactly  fifteen  years  before  the  date  of  this  issue  of  Penny-Wise . 

I  examined  it  carefully  before  the  sale  and  then  bought  it  for  $1,700, 
a  price  approximately  four  times  that  of  a  regular  late  date  copper  proof, 
and  about  the  same  price  as  the  1856  copper-nickel  pattern  in  the  same 
sale.  The  price  was  less  than  I  had  expected,  because  twenty  years  earlier, 
in  the  Anderson-Dupont  sale,  the  same  coin  had  sold  for  $350,  which  was 
about  eight  times  the  current  price  for  a  late  date  proof,  and  four  times 
the  price  of  an  1856  copper-nickel  pattern. 

The  coin  seemed  perfectly  satisfactory  to  me.  It  had  a  golden  color 
well  within  the  normal  range  of  naturally  toned  examples  of  the  1856  copper- 
nickel  pattern  half  cent.  In  fact,  there  was  a  slight  edge  nick  which 
almost  served  the  function  of  a  chop  mark.  Inside  the  nick  the  coin  was 
also  an  appropriate  brassy  color.  Moreover,  the  coin  was  accompanied  by 
the  envelope  from  the  Dupont  sale. 

When  I  got  the  coin  home,  however,  something  vaguely  troubled  me  about 
it.  There  was  something  not  quite  as  good  as  it  ought  to  be,  but  I  couldn't 
figure  out  what.  Eventually,  it  dawned  on  me  that  it  was  too  good.  The 
coin  was  simply  too  well  struck  up.  It  was  fully  struck  on  both  the  obverse 
and  reverse,  particularly  the  denticles. 

To  understand  the  significance  of  this,  one  has  to  realize  that  the 
1856  copper-nickel  half  cent  pattern  never  comes  fully  struck  up.  I  had 
unsuccessfully  searched  for  years  for  a  fully  struck  example.  Each  one 
I  had  seen  or  heard  of  had  significant  areas  of  flatness  in  the  hair  and 
on  several  leaves,  plus  a  consistently  mushy  area  lacking  details  in  many 
of  the  denticles.  The  illustrations  on  pages  456  and  457  of  Breen's  Encyclo- 
pedia  of  U.S.  Half  Cents,  and  those  below  in  this  article,  clearly  show 
that.  The  explanation  always  given  was  that  the  nickel  was  a  harder  metal 
than  copper,  and  that  the  coinage  presses  in  the  Mint  used  for  striking 
copper  coins  lacked  sufficient  pressure  to  fully  bring  up  the  details  onto 
the  faces  of  the  tougher  copper-nickel  planchet.  Yet,  here  was  this  1854 
specimen  struck  two  years  earlier,  supposedly  from  the  same  material,  without 
a  trace  of  flatness.  Why?  Perhaps  since  only  two  of  the  1854  patterns 
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were  made,  a  special  setting  was  made  in  the  coinage  press  to  make  sure 

that  the  details  were  sharp.  But,  at  the  same  time,  there  was  now  uncertainty 

as  to  whether  these  pieces  were  made  of  cooper-nickel. 

Next,  I  considered  the  weights  of  the  respective  coins,  and  the  doubts 
multiplied.  The  normal  copper  half  cents  of  the  1850s  weighed  about  84 
grains.  I  had  not  seen  specimens  that  varied  significantly  from  this  standard. 
The  1856  copper-nickel  patterns  weighed  consistently  in  the  range  of  70 
to  72  grains.  This  1854  pattern  was  listed  in  the  Anderson-Dupont  catalogue 
as  weighing  84  grains,  and  the  comment  was  repeated  in  the  Spence  sale 
catalogue.  Quickly,  I  popped  my  new  acquisition  on  the  scale,  and  the 
result  was  an  unambiguous  84.1  grains.  Uh,  oh,  trouble  in  River  City! 

Not  knowing  precisely  what  to  do  next,  I  consulted  a  friend  and  neighbor, 
the  noted  numismatist,  Eric  P.  Newman.  He  had  no  explanation  for  the  differences 
in  strike  and  weight  between  this  1854  and  the  1856  patterns,  if  they  were 
made  of  the  same  metal.  He  offered  to  send  the  coin  to  a  friend  in  the 
chemistry  laboratory  at  Washington  University  in  St.  Louis  for  an  X-ray 
spectroscope,  which  he  said  would  determine  clearly  what  the  metallic  content 
was  without  damaging  the  coin. 

We  sent  the  coin  off,  together  with  a  regular  copper  1854  proof,  a 
copper  1856  proof,  and  a  copper-nickel  1856  pattern. 

When  the  results  came  back,  they  were  clear.  The  Dupont-Spence  coin, 
except  for  traces  of  impurities,  was  all  copper,  just  as  were  the  1854 
and  1856  regular  metal  proofs.  The  1856  copper-nickel  pattern  showed 
a  clear  presence  of  around  10  percent  nickel. 

Naturally,  my  feelings  were  mixed.  I  had  made  an  interesting  discovery, 
but  at  the  price  of  realizing  that  I  did  not  have  the  rare  coin  I  thought 
I  had  purchased.  I  returned  the  coin  to  Stack's  with  a  copy  of  the  chemical 
analysis.  I  received  back  a  prompt  refund  along  with  a  gracious  letter 
of  regret. 

Next,  of  course,  my  thoughts  turned  to  the  other  specimen.  The  Adams-Woodin 
piece  now  had  the  adjective  "unique"  restored  to  it.  But,  how  sure  was 
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I  that  it  was  made  of  copper-nickel?  Perhaps  it  was  also  an  unusually 


toned  brassy  looking  regular  copper  proof.  So  began  The  Search. 

The  Search  for  Brown  October 

First,  I  looked  to  see  if  I  could  find  a  picture  of  the  Adams-Woodin 
coin,  which  might  show  whether  it  was  fully  struck  or  not.  No  luck.  Nor 
could  I  find  any  reference  to  its  weight.  Then  I  asked  people  who  might 
have  seen  the  coin  if  they  remembered  whether  or  not  it  was  fully  struck. 
Actually,  no  one  recalled  ever  having  seen  the  coin,  since  it  had  disappeared 
from  view  many  years  earlier. 

Eventually,  I  learned  that  the  Adams-Woodin  specimen  had  reappeared 
in  the  Farouk  sale  as  part  of  lot  1750,  combined  with  an  1855  copper  $10 
U.S.  pattern.  The  two-coin  lot  sold  for  thirty  Egyptian  Pounds,  or  around 
$90. 


The  next  bit  of  information  that  I  received  was  that  it  had  been  bought 
at  the  Farouk  sale  by  a  Florida  dealer  named  Randall.  My  search  took  on 
a  new  direction. 

Some  interesting  information  and  lively  anecdotes  about  Mr.  Randall 
surfaced.  Unfortunately,  included  in  the  information  was  that  he  was  deceased, 
as  was  Mrs.  Randall.  No  one  had  the  slightest  clue  as  to  who  might  have 
been  a  customer  of  his  for  a  coin  such  as  an  1854  copper-nickel  pattern 
half  cent. 

A  gnawing  worry  invaded  my  thoughts.  Suppose  that  the  coin  was,  as 
I  believed  possible,  only  a  regular  copper  1854  half  cent.  But,  suppose 
further  that  it  had  become  somehow  separated  from  its  pedigree,  so  that 
there  was  nothing  to  link  this  ordinary  half  cent  with  its  distinguished 
history.  We  would  then  be  forever  deprived  of  the  opportunity  to  establish 
conclusively  that  the  1854  copper-nickel  pattern  did  not  exist.  It  would 
retain  forever  the  theoretical  possibility  of  reemergence  and  thus  sink 
into  that  dismal  abyss  of  unresolved  and  unresolvable  questions.  (Urgent 
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request  --  All  of  you  who  own  important  or  pedigreed  coins,  please  keep 
the  pedigrees  with  the  coins  for  the  benefit  of  future  investigators.) 

Years  passed.  More  years.  Every  so  often  I  would  meet  someone  I 
thought  might  possibly  know  the  location  of  the  coin.  But  when  I  asked, 
no  one  had  even  a  hunch. 

Eureka!  The  Norweb  Sale 

Suddenly,  one  day  in  early  1987  the  phone  rang.  It  was  Frank  Wilkinson. 
"You  know  the  half  cents  in  the  Norweb  collection  are  going  to  be  sold 
by  Bowers  and  Merena  in  a  few  months,  don't  you?"  he  asked.  "Yes,"  I  replied, 
"I  am  really  looking  forward  to  it."  "There  is  a  coin  in  there  that  I 
think  you  have  been  looking  for,"  said  Frank  mischievously.  When  he  told 
me  it  was  the  Farouk  specimen  of  the  1854  copper-nickel  pattern,  I  literally 
jumped  out  of  my  chair.  Frank  further  told  me  that  Del  Bland  had  seen 
the  coin  and  considered  it  to  be  a  regular  1854  copper  half  cent. 

As  soon  as  the  coins  were  available  for  inspection,  I  rushed  to  see 
them.  There  were,  of  course,  many  fabulous  half  cents.  However,  the  star 
for  me  was  lot  134,  something  that  I  believed  to  be  common  -  namely  an 
ordinary  copper  1854  half  cent.  Almost  from  across  the  room  I  could  see 
that  it  was  fully  struck  up.  The  color  was  within  the  normal  range  of 
natural  toning,  and  the  weight  was  given  as  83.4  grains,  approximately 
the  standard  of  the  regular  issue  copper  half  cents. 

Eureka!  Eureka!  The  undiscovery  of  a  variety!  The  description  in 
the  catalogue  gave  a  fair  recital  of  the  doubts  concerning  the  metallic 
content  of  the  coin,  repeating  Breen's  comments  at  length.  However,  no 
actual  analysis  had  been  made. 

Apparently,  most  others,  but-  not  everyone,  shared  my  view  that  the 
coin  was  merely  a  regular  copper  one.  I  bought  it  for  $1,980.  I  considered 
that  its  actual  value,  except  for  its  historical  interest,  was  in  the  range 
of  $100.  The  excess  I  regarded  as  a  philanthropic  contribution  to  further 
the  study  of  numismatics.  Again,  with  the  assistance  of  Eric  Newman,  the 
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coin  was  sent  off  for  non-destructive  metal  analysis,  this  time  to  the 
ANA  certification  service  which  secured  the  cooperation  of  the  personnel 
at  Colorado  College. 

Shown  below  are  pictures  of  the  Woodin-Farouk-Norweb  specimen,  along 
with  a  regular  uncirculated  1854  copper  half  cent  and  an  1856  copper-nickel 
pattern . 


OBVERSE 


REVERSE 


1854  regular  issue 


OBVERSE 


REVERSE 


1854  Copper-Nickel  Pattern  ???  Woodin-Farouk-Norweb 


OBVERSE 


REVERSE 

\ 


1856  Copper-Nickel  Pattern 
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At  the  EAC  convention  in  Orlando,  I  plan  to  display  these  coins. 

At  the  Forum  I  will  present  the  results  of  the  metallic  analysis  and  make 
a  few  other  comments  about  the  pleasures  of  the  hunt  for  numismatic  information. 
Any  EAC  member  who  will  not  be  in  Orlando  is  invited  to  study  the  evidence 
presented  above  and  send  me  a  vote  as  to  whether  the  coin  is  a  regular 
copper  half  cent,  copper-nickel  pattern,  or  something  else.  If  you  believe 
it  is  not  a  copper-nickel  pattern,  I  would  welcome  any  speculation  as  to 
how  an  otherwise  careful  numismatist  such  as  Mr.  Woodin  could  have  made 
such  a  mistake.  Please  write  me  at  P.0.  Box  14020,  St.  Louis,  MO  63178. 

Those  who  are  going  to  be  in  Orlando  will  have  an  opportunity  to  see  the 
coin  before  the  Forum  and  cast  a  vote  after  direct  inspection. 

Also,  for  those  not  going  to  Orlando,  I  plan  to  submit  my  remarks  at  the 
Forum  for  publication  in  Penny-Wise . 


R.  TETTENHORST 
February  26,  1990 
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R.  TETTENHORST 
P.  O.  Box  14020 
Saint  Louis,  Missouri  63178 


May  24,  1990 


Mr.  Mike  Packard 
4905  Village  Drive 
Fairfax,  VA  22030 


Dear  Mike : 

Thanks  for  your  nice  note  about  the  Orlando  convention.  I  really  appreciate 
your  willingness  to  take  the  responsibility  for  the  1992  exhibits. 

I  asked  Eric  Newman,  on  behalf  of  Harry  Salyards ,  if  he  would  make  a  talk  at 
the  1992  convention  on  Colonial  coppers.  He  said  that  he  would.  I  imagine 
that  Eric  would  also  be  willing  to  have  an  exhibit  if  we  ask  him  to  do  so. 

If  he  agrees,  it  would  certainly  be  something  classy. 

It  was  a  pleasure  having  Bill  Weber  here.  By  all  means  the  welcome  mat  is 
out  any  time  you  want  to  come  by. 

It  is  sad  to  hear  about  Roger's  condition.  Please  let  me  know  any  time  you 
think  there  is  something  that  I  could  do  to  be  of  good  cheer  to  him  and  Debbie. 
I  will  probably  call  him  over  this  coming  weekend. 


Sincerely, 


R.  Tettenhorst 


4905  Village  Drive 
Fairfax,  VA  22030 
(703)  273-1304 


May  17,  1990 


R.  Tettenhorst 
P.0.  Box  14020 
Saint  Louis,  Missouri  63178 


Dear  Tet, 

Just  a  brief  note  to  say  thank  you  on  behalf  of  the  club  and 
myself  for  exhibiting  your  1854  and  1856  half  cents  at  the 
Orlando  Convention.  They  were  quite  something  to  see  and  the 
metallic  composition  of  the  1854  pattern  does  raise  a  lot  of 
interesting  questions  as  to  why  that  composition  was  used.  Roger 
assures  me  that  the  answer  probably  lies  buried  somewhere  in  the 
National  Archives,  but  he  doesn’t  have  a  good  idea  of  where  to 
start  looking. 

Speaking  of  Roger,  he  is  back  in  the  hospital.  I  went  to 
see  him  last  night  and  we  had  a  two  hour  visit.  He  seemed  to  be 
doing  pretty  well — was  lucid  and  able  to  sit  up — but  he  admits 
that  he  has  good  days  and  bad  days  and  yesterday  was  a  good  day. 

I  presented  him  with  the  EAC  Award  and  he  seemed  genuinely 
pleased  to  be  the  recipient.  I  truly  think  it  means  a  lot  to  him 
to  have  his  efforts  recognized.  He  asked  that  I  pass  his  thanks 
along  to  everyone  for  their  kind  thoughts  and  prayers. 

I  want  to  assure  you  that  I  am  pleased  to  be  asked  to 
arrange  the  exhibits  for  the  1992  convention.  1992  is  the  club's 
25th  anniversary,  you  know,  so  we  will  have  to  plan  something 
extra  special.  I  will  let  you  know  as  I  put  some  ideas  together. 

I  hope  you  had  a  nice  visit  with  Bill  Weber.  I  know  he 
appreciated  a  place  to  stop  and  view  the  coppers  on  his  trip  back 
to  California.  I  would  like  to  partake  of  that  copper  oasis  one 
day  too.  Take  care. 


Sincerely, 


R.  TETTEN  HORST 
P.  O.  Box  14020 
Saint  Louis,  Missouri  63178 
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Auctions  by  Bowers  and  Merena,  Inc. 


May  29,  1990 


BOX  1224 
WOLFEBORO,  NH  03894 
(603)  569-5095 
Fax  line:  (603)  569-5319 


Mr.  Bernard  Edison 

Edison  Brothers  Stores,  Inc. 


501  North  Broadway 
Box  14020 

Saint  Louis,  MO  63178 
Dear  Mr.  Edison: 

Your  report  on  the  1854  half  cent  in  oroide  is  most  welcome.  Based  on  your  earlier 
article  in  Penny  Wise,  the  results  of  the  analysis  were  rather  unexpected,  but  cer¬ 
tainly  extremely  interesting.  Your  report  is  the  only  solid  information  pertaining 
to  the  composition  of  oroide  alloy  that  has  come  to  my  attention. 


Andrew  W.  Pollock,  III 
Staff  Numismatist 

Auctions  by  Bowers  and  Merena,  Inc. 
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Your  friends  in  the  rare  coin  business 


Auctions  by  Bowers  and  Merena,  Inc. 


May  29,  1990 


BOX  1224 
WOLFEBORO,  NH  03894 
(603)  569-5095 
Fax  line:  (603)  569-5319 


Mr.  Bernard  Edison 


Edison  Brothers  Stores,  Inc. 

501  North  Broadway 
Box  14020 

Saint  Louis,  MO  63178 
Dear  Mr.  Edison: 

Your  report  on  the  1854  half  cent  in  oroide  is  most  welcome.  Based  on  your  earlier 
article  in  Penny  Wise,  the  results  of  the  analysis  were  rather  unexpected,  but  cer¬ 
tainly  extremely  interesting.  Your  report  is  the  only  solid  information  pertaining 
to  the  composition  of  oroide  alloy  that  has  come  to  my  attention. 


Andrew  W.  Pollock,  III 
Staff  Numismatist 

Auctions  by  Bowers  and  Merena,  Inc. 


AWP/kdw 


Your  friends  in  the  rare  coin  business 
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WESLEY  A.  RUSSELL,  II,  D.  D.  5. 
BARBARA  A.  RUSSELL,  D.  D.  S. 

4D3  SOUTH  CENTER 
SHELBINA,  MISSOURI  6346b 

Telephone  (314)  5BB-4322 
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WESLEY  A.  RUSSELL,  II,  D.  D.  S. 
BARBARA  A.  RUSSELL,  D.  D.  S. 
403  SOUTH  CENTER 
SHELBINA,  MISSOURI  634&B 

Telephone  (314)  5BB-43Z2 
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R.  TETTENHORST 
P.  O.  Box  14020 
Saint  Louis,  Missouri  63178 


May  31,  1990 


Dr.  Wesley  A.  Russell,  II 
403  South  Center 
Shelbina,  MO  63468 


Dear  Wes: 

Thanks  very  much  for  your  nice  note  about  the  Penny-Wise  article.  Since  you 
were  kind  enough  to  write  me,  I  thought  you  would  appreciate  having  the  attached 
advance  copy  of  the  second  article,  which  I  have  submitted  for  publication 
in  the  next  issue  of  Penny-Wise.  You  will  probably  be  as  surprised  as  I  was 
at  what  the  tests  show. 

I  do  remember  our  brief  conversation  at  the  "Half  Cent  Happening"  in  Cincinnati. 
I  do  not  have  any  duplicates  for  sale.  However,  both  Chris  McCawley  and  Tom 
Reynolds  have  very  carefully  described  half  cents  in  their  regular  price  list 
mailing.  My  experience  with  both  of  them  has  been  excellent.  If  you  are  not 
on  their  mailing  lists,  you  should  be.  For  higher  grade  (and  higher-priced 
coins),  Jim  McGuigan  is  excellent. 

Good  luck  with  your  collection.  We  are  planning  the  1992  EAC  meeting  in  St. 
Louis,  so  I  hope  to  see  you  then  if  not  before. 


Sincerely, 


R.  Tettenhorst 


Enclosure 


R.  TETTENHORST 
P.  O.  Box  14020 
Saint  Louis,  Missouri  63178 


May  31,  1990 


Mr.  Kenneth  R.  Seachman 
Ken's  Coin  Shop 
927  E.  Market  Street 
York,  PA  17403 


Dear  Ken: 

Thanks  for  your  note  about  the  1854  Penny-Wise  article.  Since  you  were  kind 
enough  to  write  me,  I  thought  you  would  appreciate  having  the  attached  advance 
copy  of  the  second  article,  which  I  have  submitted  for  publication  in  the  next 
issue  of  Penny-Wise.  You  will  probably  be  as  surprised  as  I  was  at  what  the 
tests  show. 

Your  half  cent  collection  is  remarkably  complete.  The  varieties  you  are  missing 
seldom  come  up  except  in  major  auctions.  In  fact,  I  think  that  several  of 
the  1794  B's  and  the  180g  Cl  have  never  appeared  for  sale  in  any  auction. 


Sincerely, 


R.  Tettenhorst 


m 


Enclosure 
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Kenneth  R.  Seachman 


RARE  COINS  BOUGHT,  SOLD  &  TRADED 
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April  17,1990 


Dear  Mr.  Tettenhorst, 

Thanks  for  writing  the  article  on  the  1854  Copper-Nickel 
half  cents  in  Penny-Wise.  My  name  is  Garry  Apelian  and 
my  EAC  #  is  2686.  I  joined  EAC  in  late  1986  and  I  wanted 
to  write  to  you  concerning  my  experience  with  Bowers  and 
Merena  last  summer  with  an  1854  half  cent. 

Being  a  half  cent  collector  I  had  seen  in  their  summer  Rare 
Coin  Review  of  last  year  an  1854  B-2  half  cent  that  they  listed 
as  AU-55,  R-3  for  $199.00.  Not  knowing  the  exact  variety  or 
the  history  behind  it  I  took  out  my  Norweb  catalogue  and  saw 
another  1854  B-2  that  sold  for  around  $2000.00.  Of  course 
now  I  know  that  is  your  coin.  Anyways  I  thought  to  myself 
what  a  bargain  although  I  needed  the  variety  for  my  collection 
and  was  going  to  buy  it  regardless.  Of  course  I  had  expected 
the  coin  to  be  already  sold  but  to  my  surprise  it  wasn't  and 
they  sent  it  out  on  approval  to  me. 


I  was  pleased  with  the  coin  when  I  received  it;  the  coin  was 
a  solid  AU-55  even  by  EAC  standards-  I  had  Tom  Reynolds  confirm 
that  for  me  and  it  had  no  problems.  Now  I  had  wondered  if 
they  had  goofed  on  the  pricing  at  Bowers  &  Merena.  I  called 
them  up  to  talk  about  the  coin  and  they  connected  me  with 
Liz  Arlin  who  not  only  didn’t  know  anything  about  the  coin 
but  wouldn't  even  try  to  get  some  help  on  it  from  somebody 
else  over  there;  I  was  really  put  off  by  her  attitude.  Finally 
after  checking  the  Norweb  catalogue  herself  she  claimed  that 
the  coin  follows  "  Walter's"  description  of  the  coin  and  that 
she  could  not  help  me  with  the  price  difference  between  the  two 
coins  but  she  felt  that  they  were  the  exact  same  coins.  Now  I 
was  even  more  confused. 

Luckily  Ed  Masuoka  came  to  the  rescue.  I  had  told  him  about  the 
coin  so  he  could  put  it  on  his  half  cent  survey  and  he  explained 
how  you  wanted  the  Norweb  one  and  what  you  were  hoping  the  coin 
actually  was  and  explained  that  was  the  reason  for  the  price 
difference.  Also  Rod  Widok  and  Chris  McCawley  stated  what  Ed  had 
said  about  my  B-2  and  that  is  the  coin  is  a  different  die  state 
than  a  C-l  and  that  is  the  reason  it  has  the  lump  on  top  of  the 
I.  Anyways  Chris  has  a  B-2  right  now  on  his  price  list  in  AU-55 
for  around  $350-$400.  My  own  feeling  now  is  if  there  is  an  1854 
copper-nickel  half  cent  it  should  weigh  what  the  1856  does. 

As  far  as  my  own  experience  goes  most  1854' s  come  pretty  well 
struck  and  most  1856's  don't  unless  we're  talking  about  proofs. 
Anyways  thank  you  for  your  story  and  I  hope  you  find  the  copper 
nickel  1854.  You're  welcome  to  see  my  1854  at  any  time.  I  won't 
be  at  the  EAC  convention  but  I  could  mail  it  to  you. 

Thank  You  very  much, 


Gar  „  _  AC  #2686 

910  Revere  Road,  Glenview,  IL  60025 


R.  TETTENHORST 
P.  O.  Box  14020 
Saint  Louis,  Missouri  63178 


May  31,  1990 

Mr.  Garry  Apelian 
910  Revere  Road 
Glenview,  IL  60025 

Dear  Garry: 

Thanks  for  your  nice  note  about  1854  half  cents.  You  have  talked  to  some  very 
knowledgeable  people  about  your  coin,  and  it  certainly  sounds  as  though  you 
have  the  right  explanation  for  it. 

Sincerely, 


R.  Tettenhorst 


William  T.  Jones 
P.0.  Box  1314 
Boston,  MA  02117 

May  18,  1990 


Dear  Mr.  Tettenhorst, 

Enclosed  are  the  slides^of  the  1795  C-6A  and  1802  C-l  half  cents  which  I 

photographed  at  the  EAC  convention.  The  1802  slide  is  not  quite  as  nice  as  I 

would  have  liked,  and  I  tossed  in  an  extra  shot  I  did  of  a  Mass,  silver  piece 
earlier  in  the  evening  to  show  a  better  example  of  my  work.  Next  year,  I  will 
have  my  copy  stand  with  me,  and  the  photography  will  be  easier  and  better. 

I  really  enjoyed  your  lecture  on  the  1854  pattern  half  cent.  Your  conclu¬ 
sion  that  the  copper,  tin  and  silver  alloy  from  which  it  was  made  was  an  experi¬ 
mental  composition  for  the  small  cent  is  probably  valid.  The  mint  was  experi¬ 
menting  with  several  different  alternatives  to  the  large  cent  during  this  period, 
and  the  strange  alloy  trtiich  you  found  in  your  half  cent  was  probably  one  of  their 
more  radical  creations.  The  copper-nickel  alloy  which  was  finally  selected  for 
the  cent  was  chosen  because  of  political  pressure  from  nickel  mine  owner,  Joseph 

Wharton,  and  because  the  mint  officials  felt  that  the  thick,  white  cents  looked 

like  they  were  worth  one  cent.  Later,  when  the  smaller  copper  Civil  War  tokens 
received  wide  acceptance,  the  mint  officials  were  able  to  convince  Congress  to 
authorize  a  similar  piece  for  the  cent  in  1864.  The  bronze  cents  were  cheaper  to 
produce  and  easier  to  strike. 

Soon  after  I  arrived  home  from  Florida,  JJ  Teaparty  had  an  AU-50  1794  half 
dime  for  me.  The  piece  is  a  Valentine  3A  which  is  currently  rated  a  high  R-5.  I 
have  a  strong  interest  in  the  early  half  dimes,  and  I  am  currently  working  on  a 
10  year  project  to  assemble  a  date  and  major  variety  set,  minus  the  1802.  My 
collection  now  lacks  the  1797  15  star,  the  1803  and  the  1805.  The  beauty  of  this 
series  is  that  the  major  competition  comes  from  type  collectors,  and  the  premium 
for  the  better  dates  is  not  that  great  in  many  cases.  In  addition,  very  few 
people  take  note  of  the  Valentine  varieties,  except  for  such  items  as  the  1796 
over  5,  and  this  affords  the  numismatist  with  the  opportunity  to  cherry  pick  some 
rarities.  The  down  side  is  that  all  of  these  pieces  are  scarce  and  fairly 
expensive.  For  example,  the  1800  V— 1,  which  is  the  more  common  "LIBERTY 
variety,  is  perhaps  the  most  common  variety  in  the  series  with  a  low  R-3  rating. 
That  places  it  about  equal  in  rarity  to  the  1802  C-2  half  cent  ! 

Have  a  beautiful  summer  and  a  healthy  and  prosperous  year.  I  will  be 
looking  forward  to  seeing  you  in  Boston  next  April. 

Sincerely, 

%lU'  % ri 


R.  TETTENHORST 
P.  O.  Box  14020 
Saint  Louis,  Missouri  63178 


May  31,  1990 

William  T.  Jones 
P.  0.  Box  1314 
Boston,  MA  02117 

Dear  Bill: 

Thanks  for  the  slides.  I  enjoyed  looking  at  them.  Thanks  also  for  the  comments 
about  the  1854  pattern  and  early  half  cents. 

I  look  forward  to  seeing  you  next  year  in  Boston. 

Sincerely, 


R.  Tettenhorst 


Auctions  by  Bowers  and  Merena,  Inc. 


BOX  1224 

May  16,  1990  WOLFEBORO,  NH  03894 

(603)  569-5095 
Fax  line:  (603)  569-5319 

Mr  Bernard  Edison 

Edison  Brothers  Stores,  Inc. 

501  North  Broadway 
Box  14020 

St.  Louis,  MO  63178 


Dear  Mr.  Edison: 

Thank  you  for  calling  my  attention  to  your  excellent  article  on  the  1854  "copper 
nickel"  half  cents  in  Penny  Wise.  I  eagerly  await  your  report  concerning  the 
composition  of  the  Norweb  specimen. 

I  am  also  very  interested  to  learn  that  you  own  examples  of  J-17  and  J-22. 
Pedigree  information  on  these  two  pieces  would  be  very  useful  to  us. 


Andrew  W.  Pollock,  III 
Staff  Numismatist 

Auctions  by  Bowers  and  Merena,  Inc. 
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Your  friends  in  the  rare  coin  business 
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EDISON  BROTHERS  STORES  INC. 

SOI  NORTH  BROADWAY,  P.  O.  BOX  14020.  ST.  LOUIS,  MO  63178 


BERNARD  EDISON 


May  22,  1990 


Mr.  Andrew  W.  Pollock,  III 
Staff  Numismatist 

Auctions  by  Bowers  and  Merena,  Inc. 

Box  1224 

Wolfeboro,  NH  03894 
Dear  Mr.  Pollock: 

Your  letter  arrived  after  I  had  sent  the  second  chapter  of  the 
J-155  article  to  Dave  Bowers.  You  have  probably  received  it 
from  him  by  now.  In  my  letter  to  him,  I  suggested  that  he  point 
out  to  you  the  question  regarding  spectroscopic  testing  of  other 
patterns  of  that  era.  Do  you  know  if  these  have  been  tested 
to  confirm  the  metallic  composition? 

The  J-17  that  I  have  was  purchased  from  a  private  individual 
in  September  of  1976.  I  do  not  know  its  prior  pedigree.  However, 
considering  its  worn  condition  (approximately  VG),  it  may  very 
well  not  have  been  identified  a  great  deal  earlier  than  that 
date.  An  examination  of  various  editions  of  the  Judd  book  could 
confirm  this. 

The  J-22  is  from  the  Ruby  I  Sale,  lot  196.  I  purchased  it  in 
Superior's  University  of  Wisconsin  Sale  in  October  of  1977, 
lot  133. 

Both  of  these  coins,  as  well  as  the  other  known  example  of  J-17, 
are  discussed  in  Walter  Breen's  Encyclopedia  of  U.S.  Half  Cents 
on  page  152.  Walter  had  seen  my  specimens  at  the  time  that 
he  wrote  those  comments. 

Please  remember  that  I  am  corresponding  with  you  under  the  assump¬ 
tion  that  my  identity  is  totally  confidential. 

I  hope  all  of  this  has  been  of  value  to  you. 


Sincerely, 


Bern; 


Edison 


Auctions  by  Bowers  and  Merena,  Inc 


June  8,  1990 


Mr.  Bernard  Edison 


BOX  1224 
WOLFEBORO,  NH  03894 
(603)  569-5095 
Fax  line:  (603)  569-5319 


Edison  Brothers  Stores,  Inc. 

501  North  Broadway 
P.0.  Box  14020 
St.  Louis,  MO  63178 

Dear  Mr.  Edison: 

Thank  you  very  much  for  your  letter  of  May  22.  The  information  on  J-17  and  J-22  has 
filled  in  the  lacunae  in  my  notes  on  these  two  varieties. 

Not  much  research  information  pertaining  to  the  elemental  analysis  on  U.S.  pattern  cents 
of  the  1850's  has  come  to  my  attention.  In  the  May  1984  issue  of  The  Numismatist  on 
page  961,  there  is  a  report  describing  the  results  of  x-ray  analysis  of  some  patterns 
of  the  J-167  to  171  design  type.  Prior  to  analysis,  it  was  thought  that  they  were  either 
J-170  or  J-171,  but  the  analysis  ascertained  that  they  were  actually  German  silver  con¬ 
taining  approximately  75%  copper,  12%  nickel,  and  13%  zinc. 

In  the  April  1986  issue  of  The  Numismatist  an  article  appeared  discussing  the  findings 
of  Halbert  Carmichael  and  Craig  A.  Wilson  who  used  x-ray  fluorescence  to  examine  the 
composition  of  32  Liberty  Head  and  Flying  Eagle  cent  patterns  of  1854  and  1855.  Their 
findings  revealed  that  some  of  the  so-called  "copper-nickel"  pieces  were  actually  German 
silver.  Moreover,  they  determined  that  neither  weight  nor  color  can  be  safely  used 
to  distinguish  between  copper  and  bronze  strikings. 


JZT 


Andrew  W.  Pollock,  III 
Staff  Numismatist 

Auctions  by  Bowers  and  Merena,  Inc 


AWP/kdw 


Your  friends  in  the  rare  coin  business 


Bowers  and  Merena  Galleries,  Inc. 


May  24,  1990 


BOX  1224 
WOLFEBORO,  NH  03894 
(603)  569-5095 
Fax  line:  (603)  569-5319 


Mr.  R.  Tettenhorst 
P.0.  Box  14020 

Saint  Louis,  Missouri  63178 
Dear  "Tett" : 

Thank  you  for  your  letter  of  the  21st  and  the  fascinating  article.  It  might  be 
interesting  to  reprint  this  article  in  our  "Rare  Coin  Review"  for  the  benefit  of 
our  readers,  if  this  would  be  permissible.  Just  let  me  know.  I  have  passed  the 
letter  along  to  Andy  Pollock,  who  will  answer  you. 

Although  Andy  Pollock  has  been  researching  weights,  die  alignments,  etc.,  relatively 
little  has  been  done  in  the  way  of  actual  metallic  analysis.  A  lot  of  information 
in  the  Judd  book  with  reference  to  copper  patterns  of  the  1850s  and  silver  content 
patterns  of  the  1870s  is  incorrect;  the  implication  in  the  Judd  book  is  that 
weight  can  be  used  to  determine  the  differences,  but  in  actual  practice  weights 
vary  all  over  the  place. 


Q.  David  Bowers 


QDB/mkv 

Copy  to: 

Andy  Pollock 


Your  friends  in  the  rare  coin  business 


/ys 


R.  TETTEN HORST 
P.  O.  Box  14020 
Saint  Louis,  Missouri  63178 


June  12,  1990 


Mr.  Q.  David  Bowers 
Bowers  and  Merena  Galleries 
Box  1224 

Wolfeboro,  NH  03894 


Dear  Dave : 

Thank  you  very  much  for  your  nice  letter.  I  did  also  receive  a  letter  from 
Andy  Pollock,  which  contained  some  interesting  information  about  the  metallic 
composition  of  other  patterns. 

You  certainly  have  my  consent  to  reprint  my  article,  either  one  or  both,  in 
"Rare  Coin  Review."  However,  since  they  have  already  been  published  in  Penny - 
Wise,  it  seems  to  me  that  you  will  also  need  the  consent  of  that  publication. 
I~~do  not  know  what  the  policy  is  with  respect  to  copyrights,  credits,  etc. 

My  suggestion  is  that  you  write  directly  to  the  editor  of  Penny-Wise,  who  is: 


Dr.  Harry  Salyards 
606  N.  Minnesota 
Hastings,  NE  68901 


Sincerely, 


R.  Tettenhorst 


m 


June  12,  1990 


c:  Dr.  Harry  Salyards 


DR.  HARRY  SALYARDS 


Harry,  I  think  the  attached 
correspondence  is  self-explana¬ 
tory.  You  may  hear  directly 
from  Dave  Bowers  on  this. 


1 V 

fW  IT7?  £»-£« 

TU.  f\)&*Mje&>  $«j2e_ 


ZlJU*. 


TW 


nr  a. 


/ .  Ajy^tot^  ^  «,  petfc«i«:tv\_ 

^  Cfru$+uJt 


3  ■  A^^ue  '  <Ao  M4&as^A  -  ^<urf 

'fe  £<  4^  'lt^>  0AAi44_  . 

4,  It  i*  *  M-  ® 

•£  -  "!T  ua£^  Laxjutde  k-*-a  4aa*<\ 

^  p&sJm 1^3  Ofi^ 

4**^  vmuu^  lA:  ^  , 

^  >^Tu-<§^  U-^ut*-^  u^*\  ^U/jfrAr 

^A  fc  jLuAyd*-  J  U^\ 

R.  ^4u>M  hjydU  io  <6JJt/*$  •* 

I »  A*UT  JgJI.  ^  \MJ^LJ^ 

2 »  uJLu|  04  VJdLSJU^  KJJ uMUuJ^LiJh 

*£  o£jj^  OlaJI  (U*jkf£  Y&e 

^fc^x^JCi^A  /  VA-a?f  <U&.  OJdkJJjJ* UC4  A^kZtr 

<£^e  o^i  *^JU  ?  F 

3  >  A/UL  4^4^-ft.  pU&Aa^lA 

\f^tX^tic  c+ZBe^zt  ^  ^Oujt  / 


UX 

u-tf  dha$JUJ)  ,  <u^Ct  uj&JZj 

*2^  i4-Cfc$  -^^3 

iU*jbJjd* 

xW  ' 


p^SSls**  IzJLaJL^  ■(**,  iAJ-U^U  ej^uJl  ■ — * 


<v2  umU^A'  **  (js^^c,  (^ClXt*  '***J+y 

^S^JL+A )Aj  ' —  C*&MaJL  /  x  ^<-44 UJS+Qfi/) 


2>)  uu*  &*  'J.  .  "  U^Jl  P>a 

3)  j4*  ■*•**' 


U^^UjbtLyy 

*“0  - 

£  )  Z^Jf+i  *^sA*4>M  ,^.rt » Ve  ® 

5^  ”3  fT5i  4a  A  #  &jj 

QuJ*%^  *  (  ^ 

^Hc^r  h}M  \^  c>i*&^  lu^o  \AAJl^#-4j2- 

'*’)  U-Xl 0^  lid  £)£>  VAA4-^  in^A^-  „  .  „ 

s')  OLap  '-l^ji^-t  TlL^\  p][SUs^^  .  ►  . 

i/Sl/A^  4^*-  0Lm-O  ^aMjU-^  *  (\a~  ^O  nUXa.  •  - 

*£  4o  <1aA>^ - 


4*5>  \*>4u£  U>-'Ia££,  <3LxjJ  _ _  ^ 

^vp^L&jtJ)  '£>&*'  Aju^/Jd  ^X  €AC~  *  f^'Uj  £,  vf/o. 


WASHINGTON 


UNIVERSITY 


ST.  LOUIS,  MISSOURI  63130 


DEPARTMENT  OF  CHEMISTRY 


April  22,  1975 


Mr.  Aric  P.  Newman 
6450  Cecil 
Clayton,  Mo.  65105 

Dear  Eric, 

I  have  completed  the  electron  microprobe  analysis  of  the  proof  1854 
half  cent  which  you  submitted  to  me  for  determination  of  the  nickel  content.  The 
enclosed  X-ray  spectra  include  a  comparison  of  the  1854  { roof  piece  with  a  heavily 
circulated  1860  cent  known  to  contain  12.%  nickel,  an  1856  pattern  half  cent,  an 
uncirculated  1854  half  cent,  and  a  recent  'nickel',  known  to  contain  25%  nickel. 

Of  the  five  pieces  only  the  uncirculated  1854  half  cent  and  the  proof  1654  half 
cent  show  no  detectable  nickel  content.  Other  than  a  slight  iron  impurity,  the 
proof  1854  half  cent  appears  to  be  pure  copper  identical  with  the  currency  piece. 
The  1856  pattern  half  cent,  the  1860  cent  and  the  recent  nickel  all  contain  nickel 
in  various  amounts.  Based  on  the.  12%  nickel  assum'd  for  the  1860  cent,  your  1856 
pattern  piece  contains  between  8  and  10%  nickel.  A. more  exact  value  is  obtainable 
but  would  require  more  time  than  was  available  when  these  analyses  were  run. 

The  piece  you  submitted  definitely  does  not  contain  nickel  and  appears 
to  have  the  same  grade  of  copper  used  in  the  regular  coinage  of  the  year. 

This  analysis  was  carried  out  in  collaboration  with  Dr.  David  *-immerman, 
at  the  Center  for  Archeometry,  Washington  University. 


Sincerely  yours. 


/ 


Peter  Caspar 

Professor  of  Chemistry  and 

Associate  of  the  Center  for  Archeometry 
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ERIC  P.  NEWMAN  NUMISMATIC  EDUCATION  SOCIETY 


6450  Cecil  Avenue,  St.  Louis  5,  Missouri 

April  23,  1975 


Mr.  Bernard  Edison 
30  Southmoor  Drive 
Clayton,  Missouri  63105 

Dear  Bernard: 

We  have  examined  the  1854  United  States  proof  half  cent 
alleged  to  be  a  copper  nickel  pattern  and,  in  our  opinion,  it  is  a 
normal  proof  1854  half  cent.  The  coin  was  submitted  to  Peter  Gaspar, 
Professor  of  Chemistry  at  Washington  University,  who  with  Dr.  David 
Zimmerman  at  the  Center  for  Archeometry  at  Washington  University, 
conducted  an  electron  microprobe  analysis  on  the  coin,  along  with 
various  comparison  pieces  which  we  furnished  and  determined  that  aside 
from  slight  iron  impurity  the  proof  1854  piece  is  of  pure  copper  and 
contains  no  nickel. 

The  Washington  University  report  is  available  for  your  exami¬ 
nation  if  you  wish  it. 

The  piece  submitted  is  returned  herewith.  We  hope  we  have 
been  helpful. 


Eric  P.  Newman 


EPN: jah 
Enel. 


A  NON-PROFIT  CORPORATION  FOR  EDUCATION 
THROUGH  RESEARCH  AND  EXHIBITION 
OF  COINS,  CURRENCY  AND  HISTORIC  OBJECTS 


ERIC  P.  NEWMAN  NUMISMATIC  EDUCATION  SOCIETY 


6450  Cecil  Avenue,  St.  Louis  5,  Missouri 

April  23,  1975 


Mr.  Bernard  Edison 
30  Southmoor  Drive 
Clayton,  Missouri  63105 

Dear  Bernard: 

We  have  examined  the  1854  United  States  proof  half  cent 
alleged  to  be  a  copper-nickel  pattern  and,  in  our  opinion,  it  is  a 
normal  proof  1854  half  cent.  The  coin  was  submitted  to  Peter  Gaspar, 
Professor  of  Chemistry  at  Washington  University,  who  with  Dr.  David 
Zimmerman  at  the  Center  for  Archeometry  at  Washington  University, 
conducted  an  electron  microprobe  analysis  on  the  coin,  along  with 
various  comparison  pieces  which  we  furnished  and  determined  that  aside 
from  slight  iron  impurity  the  proof  1854  piece  is  of  pure  copper  and 
contains  no  nickel. 

The  Washington  University  report  is  available  for  your  exami¬ 
nation  if  you  wish  it. 

The  piece  submitted  is  returned  herewith.  We  hope  we  have 
been  helpful. 


EPN : j  ah 
Enel. 


A  NON-PROFIT  CORPORATION  FOR  EDUCATION 
THROUGH  RESEARCH  AND  EXHIBITION 
OF  COINS,  CURRENCY  AND  HISTORIC  OBJECTS 


April  24,  1975 


REGISTERED  MAIL 

Mr.  Ben  Stack 
Stack's 

123  West  57th  Street 
New  York,  New  York  10019 


Dear  Ben: 

Enclosed  is  the  1854  proof  half-cent  we  talked  about  on  the 
telephone. 

I  would  appreciate  it  if  you  could  perform  a  similar  analysis 
and  let  me  know  if  it  confirms  the  results  found  by  Professor 
Caspar. 

Thank  you  very  much  for  your  consideration  on  this. 


Very  sincerely. 


Bernard  Edison 
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enclosures 
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COINS  •  MEDALS  • 


PAPER  MONEY 


AUCTIONEERS  •  APPRAISERS 


123  WEST  57th  STREET  •  NEW  YORK,  N.Y.  10019  •  TEL:  212/582-2580 


May  16th,  1975 


Mr.  Bernard  Edison 
400  Washington  Avenue 
St.  Louis,  Missouri  63102 

Dear  Bernard: 

Thank  you  for  your  letter  of  the  14th,  together  with  your  check. 

We,  too,  are  sorry  that  the  1854  Half  Cent  was  not  the  copper-nickel 
pattern;  but  in  no  way  did  we  want  you  to  retain  something  that  was 
not  correct. 

With  regard  to  your  questions  about  the  Half  Cent,  I  would  say  that 
the  only  possible  specimen  would  be  the  Farouk  coin,  but  we  do  not  know 
where  it  is.  Whether  the  Farouk  coin  had  ever  been  subjected  to  the 
test  that  you  provided  is  not  to  our  knowledge.  If  the  only  test  made 
was  specific  gravity  (which  was  the  way  they  did  it  years  ago),  then 
there  is  a  possibility  that  the  Farouk  coin  may  be  doubtful.  On  the 
other  hand,  there  still  might  be  two  copper-nickel  specimens. 

I  plan  to  make  a  search  of  the  various  collectors  of  Half  Cents  known 
to  us,  and  see  if  we  can  put  some  light  on  the  subject.  I  will  keep 
you  informed  of  my  findings. 

Again,  may  I  say  it  has  been  a  pleasure  being  of  service  to  you,  and 
I  look  forward  to  our  continued  good  friendship  for  many  years  to  come. 

With  warmest  personal  regards,  I  am 


Sincerely  yours 


STACK'S 


GDISON  BROTHERS  STORES  INC. 

EXECUTIVE  OFFICES:  501  NORTH  BROADWAY  MAIL:  RO.  BOX  14020,  ST.  LOUIS,  MO.  63178.  PHONE:  314-331-6000  TELEX  797979 


BERNARD  EDISON 

chairman  finance  committee  January  5,  1988 


ERIC  NEWMAN 

Well,  well,  well!  Our  1854  copper  nickel  is  not  copper  nickel,  as 
suspected.  However,  it  is  also  not  regular  copper. 

What  are  we  to  make  of  this  Tin  Lizzie? 

The  coins  were  not  returned  with  this  letter,  but  I  assume  they  will 
follow. 


BERNARD  EDISON 


mb 

Attachment 
(original  letter 
from  AMA) 


CHANDLERS  •  BAKERS  •  LEEDS  .  BURTS  •  THE  WILD  PAIR  •  SACHA  LONDON  •  LEASED  SHOE  DEPTS.  .  GUSSINI 
JEANS  WEST  •  OAK  TREE  •  SIZE  5-7-9  SHOPS  .  JOAN  BARI  •  FASHION  CONSPIRACY 


ERIC  P.  NEWMAN  NUMISMATIC  EDUCATION  SOCIETY 

6450  Cecil  Avenue,  St.  Louis,  Missouri  63105 


November  17,  1987 


REGISTERED  MAIL 
RETURN  RECEIPT  REQUESTED 

Mr.  J.  P.  Martin 
AN  ACS 

818  North  Cascade 
Colorado  Springs,  CO  80903 

Dear  J.  P. : 

It  has  long  been  a  mystery  as  to  whether  there  is  a  copper-nickel  Half 
Cent  dated  1854.  It  is  listed  in  the  U.  S.  pattern  books.  It  has  passed 
through  the  collections  of  King  Farouk,  Norweb ,  and  has  now  been  turned 
over  by  a  collector  to  me  for  metallic  analysis.  I  will  not  comment 
upon  it  because  we  would  first  like  to  see  a  study  of  the  metallic  content. 
The  piece  is  enclosed.  In  order  to  put  this  material  in  a  position  to 
be  written  up,  I  am  enclosing  also  for  a  metallic  content  study  a  regular 
copper  1854  Half  Cent,  a  regular  Copper  1856  Half  Cent  and  a  copper  nickel 
1856  Half  Cent  pattern.  These  pieces  are  all  in  gorgeous  condition. 

Would  you  be  nice  enough  td  arrange  for  them  to  be  analyzed  at  two  locations 


jah 


Ends . 


be:  i/Bernard 


Edison 
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December  23,  1987 


MARIANNE 

If  a  certified  mail  letter  comes  from  the  American  Numismatic  Association, 
Colorado  Springs,  Colorado,  please  telephone  Mrs.  Julie  Hoppe  at  my  office, 
331-6541,  and  tell  her  it  has  arrived.  She  will  then  tell  Bernard  Edison 
it  has  arrived  and  he  will  pick  it  up  at  the  house. 


ERIC  P.  NEWMAN 


GDISON  BROTHERS  STORES  INC. 

EXECUTIVE  OFFICES:  601  NORTH  BROADWAY  MAIL:  P.O.BOX  14020,  ST.  LOUIS,  MO.  63178  PHONE:  314-331-6000  TELEX  797979 


BERNARD  EDISON 

CHAIRMAN  FINANCE  COMMITTEE 


January  5,  1988 


ERIC  NEWMAN 

Well,  well,  well!  Our  1854  copper  nickel  is  not  copper  nickel,  as 
suspected.  However,  it  is  also  not  regular  copper. 

What  are  we  to  make  of  this  Tin  Lizzie? 

The  coins  were  not  returned  with  this  letter,  but  I  assume  they  will 
follow. 


BERNARD  EDISON 


mb 

Attachment 
(original  letter 
from  AMA) 


CHANDLERS  •  BAKERS  •  LEEDS  •  BURTS  •  THE  WILD  PAIR  •  SACHA  LONDON  •  LEASED  SHOE  DEPTS.  •  GUSSINI 
JEANS  WEST  •  OAK  TREE  •  SIZE  5-7-9  SHOPS  •  JOAN  BARI  •  FASHION  CONSPIRACY 


American  Numismatic  Association 

WORLD'S  LARGEST  ORGANIZATION  FOR  COLLECTORS  OF  COINS,  TOKENS,  MEDALS  &  PAPER  MONEY 


cWimWPoVJ?E96tn  Year 
December  21,  1937 


Eric  P.  Newman 
6450  Cecil  Avenue 
St.  Louis,  MO.  63105 


Dear  Eric: 


The  X-Ray  spectroscopy  was  performed  on  your  coins  yesterday,  the 
results  are  as  follows: 


1354 

1. 

A. 


1/2  Cent  (suspected  copper-nickel  composition). 

Area  tested-Obverse  above  and  to  the  right  of  the  date: 


Elements  tested 

Percentage  of  Element  in  Sample 

1.  Copper 

79.96% 

2.  Tin 

16.11% 

3.  Silver 

3.88% 

4.  Nickel 

.04%  Probably  a  trace  element 

2.  Area  Tested-Miss  Liberty's  Profile 

A.  Results  nearly  the  same  as  above(under  1%  deviation). 


1854  1/2  Cent  (Regu/lar  Issue, 
1.  Area  tested-Obverse, 7-  A'bove 
A.  Elements  Tested  T 

1.  Copper 

2.  Tin 

3.  Silver 

4.  Nickel 


Copper) 
and  to  the 
Percentage 
98.79% 

.  37% 
.84% 

3% 


right  of  the  date, 
of  Element  in  Sample 


2. 

A. 


Area  Tested-Miss  Liberty's  Profile 

Results  nearly  the  same  as  above  (under  1%  deviation). 


1856 

1/2 

Cent-Copper  Nickel 

1. 

Area 

tested-Obverse  above 

and  to 

A. 

Elemi: 

3  n  t  s  Tested 

Percenl 

1. 

Copper 

91.10% 

2. 

Tin 

0% 

3. 

Silver 

0% 

4. 

Nickel 

3.90% 

right  of  the  date, 
of  Element  in  Sample 


818  North  Cascade  Avenue  •  Colorado  Springs,  CO  80903-3279  •  303/632-2646 


Eric  P.  Newman 
December  22,1987 
Page-2-Con tin ued 


2.  Area  tested-Miss  Liberty's  Profile 

A.  Results  nearly  the  same  as  above(under  1%  deviation) 

1856  1  / 2^Cop per 

1.  Area^  tested-Obverse  above  and  to  the  right  of  the  date. 
A.  Elements  Tested  Percentage  of  Element  in  Same! 


1. 

Copper 

99% 

2. 

Tin 

Trace 

3. 

Silver 

Trace 

4. 

Nickel 

Trace 

2.  Area  tested-Obverse-Miss  Liberty's  Profile 
B.  Results  nearly  the  same  as  above(urider  1 %  deviation). 


I  am  at  a  loss  to  explain  the  composition  of  the  alloyed  1854  Half 
Cent,  as  I  have  seen  no  previous  text  mentioning  this  particular 
alloy.  A  suggestion  that  more  tin  was  addedL/'in  an  attempt  to 
prevent  the  bronze  pieces  from  tarnishing"  on  be  found  in  a  letter  of 
James  C.  Booth,  the  melter  and  assayer  of  the  mint. 

This  portion  of  the  letter  is  paraphrased  in  Judd's  Pattern  Book 
under  1854. 


The  Accounting  Department  will  bill  you  for  the  surface  analysis. 
I  hope  that  I  have  been  of  useful  service  to  you. 


ANACS  Authenticator/Grader 


JPM:  lm 


ERIC  P.  NEWMAN  NUMISMATIC  EDUCATION  SOCIETY 


6450  Cecil  Avenue,  St.  Louis,  Missouri  63105 


November  17,  1987 


REGISTERED  MAIL 

RETURN  RECEIPT  REQUESTED 

Mr.  J.  P.  Martin 
ANACS 

818  North  Cascade 
Colorado  Springs,  CO  80903 

Dear  J.  P. : 

It  has  long  been  a  mystery  as  to  whether  there  is  a  copper-nickel  Half 
Cent  dated  1854.  It  is  listed  in  the  U.  S.  pattern  books.  It  has  passed 
through  the  collections  of  King  Farouk,  Norweb ,  and  has  now  been  turned 
over  by  a  collector  to  me  for  metallic  analysis.  I  will  not  comment 
upon  it  because  we  would  first  like  to  see  a  study  of  the  metallic  content. 
The  piece  is  enclosed.  In  order  to  put  this  material  in  a  position  to 
be  written  up,  I  am  enclosing  also  for  a  metallic  content  study  a  regular 
copper  1854  Half  Cent,  a  regular  copper  1856  Half  Cent  and  a  copper  nickel 
1856  Half  Cent  pattern.  These  pieces  are  all  in  gorgeous  condition. 

Would  you  be  nice  enough  to  arrange  for  them  to  be  analyzed  at  two  locations 
on  each  coin.  I  will  be  most  appreciative  of  your  cooperation. 


jah 

Ends . 
be: 


Edison 


ERIC  P.  NEWMAN  NUMISMATIC  EDUCATION  SOCIETY 


6450  Cecil  Avenue,  St.  Louis,  Missouri  63105 


January  15,  1988 


Mr.  J.  P.  Martin 

AN  ACS 

818  North  Cascade  Avenue 
Colorado  Springs,  CO  80903-3279 


Re:  1854  and  1856  %  Cent 

Metal  Analysis 


Dear  J.  P . : 

I  have  been  in  South  America  and  came  home  to  find  your  letter  of  December 
1987  concerning  the  above.  As  you  fully  realize,  you  have  found  not  only 
something  of  major  importance,  but  a  total  surprise  for  everyone.  Looks 
are  deceiving  enough,  but  fortunately  the  so-called  1854  "copper  nickel" 
half  cent  has  turned  out  to  be  of  entirely  different  composition  than 
the  1856  copper  nickel  half  cent.  Instead  of  being  just  copper,  it  has 
copper,  tin  and ^amazingly ,  silver,  etc.,  as  a  most  unusual  mixture. 

Thank  you  for  the  Booth  letter  data.  We  will  have  to  obtain  the  full 
record  now  that  the  coin  supports  the  experiments  in  a  new  combination. 

Naturally  this  matter  will  be  written  up  and  I  will  try  to  have  the  owner 
of  the  special  piece  publish  it  both  in  The  Numismatist  and  in  Pennywise 
simultaneously.  Please  keep  the  data  confidential  for  that  reason.  You 
and  ANACS  will  get  appropriate  credit,  I  believe. 

I  enclose  a  check  for  the  $100  cost  of  the  test.  When  you  send  the  four 
pieces  back,  I  believe  a  value  of  $10,000  ought  to  be  enough  even  though 
more  value  is  now  apparent. 

Please  correct  the  typos  in  your  letter  as  per  the  enclosed  suggestions 
and  send  me  a  newly  signed  letter  of  the  same  date  (perhaps  two  originals 
would  be  nice) . 

Thank  you  for  your  excellent  cooperatior  observations. 


jah 


HALF  CENTS  -  LARGE  CENTS 


PROOF  1854 


1118A  1854  Half  Cent  previously  "Copper-Nickel  Pattern"  Judd  155. 
Offered  now  as  the  actual  Anderson-Dupont  coin  as  a  copper 
Proof,  not  the  ephemeral  copper  nickel.  Discused  at  length  by 
Breen  in  new  Half  Book  as  follows:  "Adams-Woodin  [1913] 
listed  as  their  No.  192  a  specimen  struck  in  copper-nickel,  there 
called  "unique."  The  discovery  coin  passed  from  the  William 
H.  Woodin  collection  to  Judson  Brenner  [who  included  it  in  his 
display  at  the  ANS  Exhibit,  in  1914],  later  to  F.C.C.  Boyd,  and 
then  to  King  Farouk  I,  of  Egypt  Lot  1750.  At  the  auction  of  the 
Palace  Collections  of  Egypt  in  1954,  a  Florida  dealer  named 
James  P.  Randall  acquired  the  piece  and  later  offered  it  for 
$500.;  listed  as  Encyclopedia  1378*.  I  have  not  seen  it,  nor  was 
the  weight  ever  mentioned.  One  was  offered  in  the  "Anderson- 
Dupont"  collection  [Stack's,  November  11-13,  1954],  lot  1155, 
at  $350.,  to  Dorothy  Nelson,  for  the  owner  of  the  'TAD"  large 
cents  [Stack's,  March  15,  1975],  lot  880,  at  $1,800.;  this  Weighs 
84  grains.  A  rim  nick  showed,  apparently,  copper-nickel  metal 
underneath  the  toning.  However,  recent  tests  disclosed  no 
nickel  content.  Its  owner  has  vainly  sought  the  Woodin-Boyd- 
Farouk-Randall  specimen." 

This  is  surely  the  Anderson-Dupont  coin  with  original  envelope. 
The  streaking  on  this  coin  is  identical  to  the  Stack's  1975  plate, 
and  Eric  Newman  who  examined  the  1975  coins  has  verified 
that  it  is  identical  to  the  present  offering.  There  is  a  rim  nick,  and 
there  is  streaky  coloring  on  obverse  and  reverse  that  shows 
copper-nickel  color.  The  weight  is  84  grains.  According  to 
Walter  Breen  this  was  resold  by  Stack's  in  November,  1 975.  The 
consignor  has  many  coins  in  this  sale  that  are  Stack's  pieces 
from  1975,  but  not  this  envelope. 

If  there  is  no  nickel,  Breen's  thesis  is  correct  and  borne  out  by 
the  cataloger  and  Eric  Newman.  We  are  offering  this  coin  as  a 
1854  copper  Proof  63/63  not  as  a  pattern. 

Certainly  the  most  interesting  coin  and  story  in  the  entire  sale. 

LARGE  CENTS 

CHAIN  CENT  1793 


1119  1793  Chain  AMERI  type,  S-la.  Litterally  our  first  cent,  a  great 

type  coin.  Even  light  brown  color,  typically  the  reverse  much 
stronger  than  the  obverse.  Grade  Fine-12  obverse  and  VF-30 
reverse.  Smooth  flan,  no  porosity  and  only  one  minor  edge 
ding.  Worthy  of  a  good  home. 


PLEASE  NOTE  _ _____ _ 

A  10%  buyer  s  charge  will  be  added  to  the  total  amount  successful. 


1120  1793  chain  AMERICA  type,  S-3C.  A  damage  free,  superior 

specimen,  slightly  dark  with  somewhat  porous  surfaces.  No 
damage  worth  noting  except  a  vertical  line  depression  in  front 
of  face,  grades  Very  Fine  20/20  and  superior  to  probably  80% 
existant. 


LIBERTY  CAP  1793-1796 

1121  1795  plain  edge  type,  S-7B,  medium  brown,  clean  flan,  Fine 

12/VG8. 


DRAPED  BUST  1796-1807 

1122  1797,  S-136A  scarce  die  rated  as  R-4.  Broadmilling  on  obverse 
and  reverse  but  about  5%  off  center,  VG  10/10. 

1123  1803  Small  date,  small  fraction  S-255.  Nice  even  chocolate 
brown,  no  problems.  VF  30/30. 

1124  Group  of  two:  1805  S-267  Fine  12/12  honest  wear;  1811  normal 
dark  S-287  evenly  worn  VG  8/8.  (Total:  2  pieces.) 


1125  1807/6  Large  overdate  S-273.  Popular  as  one  of  the  most 

obvious  overdates.  Even  medium  brown,  no  problems. 

VF  30/30. 


CLASSIC  HEAD  1808-1814 

1126  1809,  S-280  VF  20/20.  The  scarcest  date  of  this  type.  Even 
medium  brown,  no  problems,  except  for  a  couple  of  short 
parallel  old  lines  from  top  head  to  border.  Trace  rust  on  reverse. 

1127  1809  S-280  in  Fine  12/12,  almost  F-15.  Medium  brown,  little 
wear  consistent  with  grade  and  desirable. 

1128  1811/10  S-286  VG  10/10.  Another  obvious  overdate  and 
second  rarest  of  classic  heads.  Even  wear. 


1129  1811  Perfect  Date,  S-287; ■•VF  20/20.  A  most  superior  specimen, 

but  somewhat  weakly  struck  on  left  quarter  both  on  obverse 
and  reverse.  Flan  is  apparently  thinner  in  this  area. 
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ERIC  P.  NEWMAN  NUMISMATIC  EDUCATION  SOCIETY 

6450  Cecil  Avenue,  St.  Louis,  Missouri  6 3105 


February  7,  1985 


Mr.  George  Fuld 
Kagins 

1  Market  Plaza,  26th  Floor 
San  Francisco,  CA  94105 

Dear  George: 

Thank  you  very  much  for  sending  the  proof  1854  Half  Cent  to  me. 

This  coin  was  examined  by  me  in  1975  and  I  determined  that  it  was  not  copper 
nickel.  Whoever  you  said  had  owned  it  for  20  years  must  have  forgotten  that 
it  was  auctioned  as  part  of  the  Dr.  Spence  collection,  Lot  #880,  by  Stacks 
on  March  15,  1975,  and  was  returned  by  the  purchaser  because  it  was  not  copper 
nickel.  I  remember  the  small  nick  in  the  edge  opposite  the  E  of  UNITED.  Your 
consignor  may  have  gotten  it  back  from  Stacks,  but  should  have  been  aware  that 
it  was  not  copper  nickel. 

The  coin  is  being  returned  herewith,  as  well  as  the  Anderson  Dupont  envelope, 
and  the  literature  you  were  nice  enough  to  send.  The  literature  indicates 
the  Spence  matter.  We  are  glad  you  thou 
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Ends . 


cc:  '/Bernard  Edison 
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Dr.  GEORGE  J.  FULD 


SENIOR  NUMISMATIST 


ONE  MARKET  PLAZA 
26th  FLOOR 

STEUART  STREET  TOWER 
SAN  FRANCISCO.  CA  94105 
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INVESTMENT  CORPORATION 
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ANDERSON  DUPONT 

PART  II 

AUCTION  SALE 
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1853 


Right  arrowpoint  practically  touches  border;  shield 
point  above  r.  base  of  1 ;  left  base  of  1  about  over 
center  of  dentil.  Rev.  Faint  die  file  marks  above  ER 
in  AMERICA.  Faint  die  scratches  or  the  like  joining 
QU  (visible  in  loop  of  Q),  through  C  to  final  A  and 
within  blank  spaces  under  wings,  almost  vertically. 
(1)  Smithsonian,  dies  not  checked,  probably  this 
variety.  (2)  The  former  Jerome  Kern  coin,  lot  1445, 
possibly  same  as  one  of  the  ancient  records  following. 
(3)  R.  F.  Batchelder  to  Don  Jensen  in  four  figures 
privately  at  the  1966  ANA  convention;  this  piece  was 
authenticated  by  me,  later  resold  in  LM  6/68:291.  It 
has  been  drastically  cleaned.  Compare  (a)  Cleneay: 
1417,  (b)  Winsor:  636,  (c)  Parmelee:  1235  —  Woodin 

—  Newcomer  —  Green.  Possibly  the  three  old  records 
represent  two  of  the  coins  mentioned  as  privately 
held  plus  a  third  still  impounded  somewhere.  The 
piece  is  obviously  about  as  rare  as  the  dime.  D.  S. 
Wilson:  635  (1907)  may  be  a  reappearance  of  the 
Cleneay  or  Winsor  pieces.  There  is  also  a  piece  from 
imperfectly  polished  dies  and/or  planchet  but  with 
excellent  sharpness,  passing  from  Steve  Markoff  to 
Harlan  White  and  a  private  collector.  Die  identity 
must  be  rechecked  on  this  one.  Occasion:  the  new 
coinage,  March  3;  business  strikes  began  April  26th. 

Half  Dollar.  Arrows  and  rays.  [5]  Defect  joins 
left  arrow  to  base,  date  almost  touches  base  and  die 
defects  join  1  5  to  base.  Rev.:  Vertical  striae;  first 
red  stripe  thin  at  top,  2nd  along  most  of  length,  3rd  at 
base;  three  die  file  marks  slant  up  to  r.  from  top 
leaves.  (1)  Smithsonian,  from  Mint  collection.  (2)  The 
former  Dr.  J.  Hewitt  Judd  specimen,  “Illustrated 
History”:  172,  probably  same  as  Reed  Hawn:  178  at 
$6,500.  (3)  Norweb.  (4)  A  badly  cleaned  piece  traced 
from  Parmelee:  1234  via  Steigerwalt  to  Woodin, 
Newcomer,  Green  and  Lohr:  753.  It  has  excellent 
sharpness,  and  was  obviously  a  proof  rather  than  a 
first  strike.  (5)  N.Y.  state  specialist.  Occasion:  the 
new  coinage,  March  3.  One  of  these  was  ex  W.  H. 
Smith: 258  (Haseltine,  Jan.  1883). 

Silver  Dollar.  [12]  All  specimens  known  in  silver 
or  copper  are  restrikes  made  in  late  1862  or  1863, 
using  the  regular  proof  rev.  of  that  year  and  a  new 
obverse.  See  Restrikes  and  Fantasy  Pieces. 

Silver-minor  proof  sets.  None  made  for  release  to 
collectors  according  to  George  F.  Jones  (1860)  cited 
above.  As  Mougey :  1277  was  such  a  set,  though  lacking 
copper  coins  and  half  dime,  it  is  possible  that  all  the 
coins  in  it  were  restrikes  except  for  the  silver  with 
arrows.  I  very  much  hope  that  the  set  has  remained 
intact  and  may  become  available  for  examination. 
Die  identities  on  these  coins  may  enable  determination 
if  any  of  them  are  in  fact  originals  rather  than  restrikes 

—  with  obvious  effect  on  the  status  of  the  above 
described  smaller  silver  denominations. 

Gold  Coinage.  No  proofs  known,  though  at  least 
one  quarter  eagle  obv.  was  polished  for  use  in  making 


proof  pattern  cents  with  a  special  rev.  concocted  for 
the  purpose  (ONE  CENT  in  wreath,  lacking  any 
mention  of  our  nation’s  identity).  For  the  proof  coins 
made  experimentally  by  or  for  the  San  Francisco 
Provisional  Mint  (the  U.S.  Assay  Office  of  Gold  under 
Augustus  Humbert),  see  Mintmaster’s  Provisionals 
below. 

1854 

Half  Cent.  Only  the  one  obverse.  Rev.  Second  die, 
with  small  rust  pit  on  upper  right  part  of  upright  and 
top  serif  of  I  of  UNITED.  Copper.  About  25  to  30 
survive. 

—  Copper-nickel.  Judd  155,  Adams-Woodin  192. 
Two  known.  (1)  Woodin,  Judson  Brenner,  F.  C.  C. 
Boyd,  various  dealer  intermediaries,  King  Farouk,  a 
Florida  dealer  named  Randall  (about  1955),  unknown 
private  coll.  Weight  unrecorded.  (2)  “Dupont”:  1115, 
D.  N.,  Dr.  Spence  sale,  March  1975.  Weight  84  grains 
(standard  for  copper),  small  edge  nick.  The  original 
Woodin  coin,  described  as  ‘’unique”  in  AW,  was  later 
theorized  to  be  a  restrike  on  a  planchet  intended  for 
Flying  Eagle  cents.  This  would  be  proved  if  and  only 
if  the  Woodin-Farouk  coin  weighs  72  grains,  which  is 
standard  for  1856-64  small  cents  in  this  metal. 


1854  Cent.  N-12. 

Cent.  N-12.  Small  line  (part  of  base  of  a  1  first 
punched  too  low)  just  below  center  of  base  of  1  in 
date;  54  about  touch;  date  very  high,  slanting  minutely 
down  to  right,  with  1  touching  bust,  85  all  but  touching 
device;  faint  die  file  marks  at  border  below  854.  Often 
slightly  off  center,  border  narrower  at  left  obv.,  wider 
at  r.  with  knife-rim.  Less  rare  than  the  half  cent, 
possibly  30  to  50  known.  (1)  SI  from  Mint.  (2)  Newcomb 
11:751,  Phila.  Estate.  (3)  Calif.  Specialist.  (4) 
“Dupont” :991.  (5)  “Dupont” :992,  D.N.,  TAD:  189.  (6) 
J.  B.  Wilson,  Ryder: 938.  (7)  Hines,  Downing,  Sloss, 
Lahrman :475.  (8)  T.  James  Clarke: 406.  (9) 
Mougey: 266,  Beckwith:  114,  Morgan: 386,  B.  Max  Mehl 
as  “Andrews  14,”  T.  James  Clarke: 407.  (10)  The 
writer’s  example,  obtained  in  Philadelphia,  heavily 
coated  with  wax;  later  1975  EAC,  subsequently  ruined 
by  purchaser’s  cleaning.  I  have  seen  possibly  a  couple 
of  dozen  others. 

Trime.  New  design,  two  extra  outlines  outside  the 
star  (“three  outlines  to  star”  in  all),  arrows  and 
olive  branch  within  the  C,  to  distinguish  the  new 
coinage  in  standard  silver  from  the  1851-53  billon 
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ESSAYS  AND  PATTERNS 
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ESSAYS  AND  PATTERNS 
1853 


EP156.  (A.W.-152).  Gold  Dollar.  Dies  by  Longacre.  USA 

1852/Seven  laurel  sprigs.  Planchet  with  wide  perforation.  Gold. 
R.E.  2  known,  both  struck  over  quarter  eagles.  1)  Wilkinson  (over 
1846  coin);  2)  H.  P.  Smith  (over  1839  coin). 

EP157.  (A.W.-153).  Same  dies  as  last.  Perforated.  Silver.  P.E. 

R8.  1 )  CMB,  ex  Farouk,  Newcomer,  Woodin,  and  presumably  also 
ex  Lohr  and  Hydeman  (gilt);  2)  Olsen.  The  Sunderland,  Mehl  sale 
of  June  1936,  or  Kagin  sale  of  Nov.  1964  probably  account  for 
the  third  piece. 

EP158.  Same  dies  as  last.  Perforated.  Copper.  P.E.  R7.  $850. 

(For  nickel  strikes  of  this  and  the  following  perforated  dollars,  see 
under  Restrikes.) 


EP159 


EP166.  Cent.  Experimental  piece.  Regular  quarter  eagle  obv./ 
ONE  CENT  in  wreath.  German  silver  (4071  nickel,  4071  copper, 
4071  zinc).  R.E.  R6.  S550.  No  accurate  correlation  with  AAV. 
numbers  is  possible  for  this  issue. 

EP167.  Same  dies  as  last.  German  silver  3071  nickel.  60rl  copper, 
107 1  zinc).  R.E.  R6.  S500.  The  color  of  this  is  darker  than  the 
last,  and  closer  to  that  of  a  copper  coin. 

EP168.  Same  dies  as  last.  Copper-nickel  (60:4071  )  R.E.  R7.  $650. 
Slightly  magnetic,  light  steel  color. 

EP169.  Rev.  of  last.  Other  side  blank  but  for  milling.  Copper. 
Sometimes  silver  plated.  R6.  $500. 

EP170.  Rev.  of  last.  Other  side  blank  but  for  milling.  Copper- 
nickel.  R6.  $500. 

EP171.  Rev.  of  last.  Other  side  blank  but  for  milling.  Billon.  R6. 
$500. 

EP172.  Trime.  Dies  by  Longacre.  Type  adopted  in  1854.  with 
three  outlines  to  star,  and  arrows  and  branch  on  rev.  Silver.  P.E. 
Unique.  Mickley  coll.  "Coined  April  10th,  the  first  coinage  of  this 
denomination  of  standard  silver;  none  issued  for  some  lime  after." 
—A  notation  by  Mickley  which  accompanied  the  coin.  It  was 
purchased  by  Levick,  and  has  not  since  turned  up. 


EP159.  (A.W.-159,  160).  Gold  Dollar.  Dies  by  Longacre. 

UNITED  STATES  OF  AMERICA  and  wavy  lines/DOLLAR 
above,  wreath  below.  Planchet  with  wide  perforation.  Gold.  P.E. 
High  R7.  Found  on  thick  and  thin  planchets.  $8000. 

EP160.  ( A.W.-161,  162).  Same  dies  as  last.  Perforated.  Silver.^ 

P.E.  High  R7.  1)  Smithsonian;  2)  ANS;  3  &  4)  Newcomer,  thicj) 
and  thin  planchets. 

EP161.  (A.W.-163,  164).  Same  dies  as  last.  Perforated.  CopperV 

P.E.  R7.  $850. 

EP162.  Same  dies  as  last.  Perforated.  Brass.  P.E.  Unique.  Lohr 
coll.  This  has  not  been  verified  by  us,  and  may  prove  to  be  a 
restrike. 

EP163.  (AAV.- 156).  Gold  Dollar.  Obv.  the  same  as  EP156:  Rev. 
the  same  as  EP159.  Planchet  with  wide  perforation.  Gold.  P.E. 
High  R7.  $8000. 

EP164.  Same  dies  as  last.  Perforated.  Silver.  P.E.  Unique?  Wood- 
side  coll. 


1854 


EP173.  (A.W.-192).  Half  Cent.  Experimental  piece' 

dies.  Copper-nickel.  P.E.  R8.  1)  Farouk;  2)  Dupont. 


HALF  CENTS 
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treasurer,  the  half-cent  coinages  from  1832  to  1835  were  each 
credited  to  the  subsequent  year.  Common  in  circulated  cond. 


H58.  1845.  orig. 

Same  rev.  and  comments  as  1840. 


FINE  V.F.  E.F.  UNC.  UNC.  PRF. 

H43.  1833  (120,000)  22.  21.  35.  85.  350.  750. 

Common  brown  to  red  unc.  from  hoards. 

H44.  1834  (141,000)  22.  21.  35.  85.  350.  750. 

H45.  1835  (398,000)  22.  21.  35.  85.  300.  750. 

Common  spotty  red  unc.  from  hoards. 

H46.  1836  Original  _____  1500. 

H47.  1836  restrike 

(rev.  of  1852)  _____ 


H59.  1845.  restrike 
H60.1846.  orig. 

Same  rev.  and  comments  as  1840. 
H61.  1846.  restrike 

H62.  1847.  orig. 

Same  rev.  and  comments  as  1840. 

H63.  1847.  restrike 

H64.  1848.  orig. 

Same  rev.  and  comments  as  1840. 

H65.  1848.  restrike 


1831,  1836,  1840-49,  and  1852  Proof  half  cents  were  struck  for 
collectors  and  dignitaries. 


H66.  1849.  orig. 

Small  date;  same  rev.  and  comments  as  1840. 
H67.  1849.  restrike 


PROOF 

1700 

1350 

1300 

1150 

1200 

1100 

1400 

1000 

1700 

1000 


HEAD  LEFT  WITH  CORONET 


H69.  1850  (39,812) 
H70.  1851  (147,672) 


E.F 

45. 

45. 

22.  27.  35. 


RED 

UNC.  UNC.  PRF. 

175.  575. 

140.  500. 

90.  325. 


FINE  V.F. 

H68.  1849  Large  date 
(39,864)  27.  35. 

Almost  unavailable  in  brilliant  unc. 

25.  35. 


PROOF 


H48.  1840.  orig.  1200 

Large  berries.  Wire  rims  on  originals  less  pronounced  than  on 

restrikes. 

H49.  1840.  restrike  1100 

H50.  1841.  orig.  1200 

Same  rev.,  same  comm°nts  as  for  1840.  Both  the  1840  and  1841 
originals  are  frequently  found  on  reeded  edge  blanks  struck  in  a 
plain  edge  collar. 

H51.  1841.  restrike  1100 

H52.  1842.  orig.  1200 

Same  rev.  and  comments  as  1840. 

H53.  1842.  restrike  1100 

H54.  1843.  orig.  1150 

Same  rev.  and  comments  as  1840. 

H55.  1843.  restrike  1100 


H71.  1852.  _____  1000. 


Small  berries.  Same  type,  rev.  of  the  1849  large  date  proofs,  and 
all  proof  half  cents  of  the  50’s.  Without  double  impression  at 
CENT  and  ribbon  on  reverse,  and  free  of  die  scratches  over  RICA 
of  AMERICA. 

The  1840  Large  berry  reverse  die  used  on  the  original  proof— 
only  half  cents  1840-49  was  retired  from  use  in  late  1849  when 
the  large  date  proofs  of  that  year  were  produced— with  small 
berries.  Thereafter,  the  same  type  small  berry  reverse  was  used 
on  all  proof  half  cents. 

There  would  be  no  reason  in  1852  to  revert  to  the  use  of  the 
worn  1840  large  berry  reverse  die  used  for  the  previous  decade 
(die  wear  is  discernible  on  stems  of  berries  and  of  leaves).  There 
would  be  no  reason  to  return  to  a  small  berry  -reverse  for  the  proof 
half  cents  after  1852. 

The  statement  that  the  Mint,  in  making  these  Proof— only  half 
cents  for  collectors,  would  desire  the  reverses  of  the  coins  to  be 
uniform  as  to  size  of  reverse  berries  is  illogical.  At  the  time,  there 
was  no  recognition  of  small  and  large  berry  varieties. 


H56.  1844.  orig. 

Same  rev.  and  comments  as  1840. 


H57.  1844.  restrike 


_ _ _ _  Gilbert  1 

RUST  PIT  ON  i  IN  united 


Obverse  1 . 

Reverse  B.  Rust  pit  on  i  in  united,  at  top  and  ex¬ 
tending  down  a  little  into  upright.  Stems  right  of  t 
in  cent  do  not  form  a  loop,  a  s  in  America  open  at 
their  bases.  Faint  lines  near  left  top  of  m  and  through 
F  in  of,  on  the  earliest  states  only. 

Die  states:  I.  Obverse  repolished.  Reverse  as  noted. 

II.  The  lines  through  m  and  f  no  longer  show. 

Equivalents:  Empire  126.  Included  in  Encvdopedia 
1377.  Mentioned  in  CMM  1. 

Rarity  3. 

As  Proof,  low  Rarity  6.  nearlv  R-5. 

Remarks:  This  die  was  first  observed  on  proofs:  business 
strikes  were  not  known  to  exist  until  1956.  It  is  still  a  minor¬ 
ity  of  the  latter. 

In  the  Crosby  sale  [John  W.  Haseltine,  June  27-29,  1883], 
one  was  described  as  having  been  struck  in  brass.  This  has 
not  since  been  located,  but  probably  exists:  many  of  the 
other  Crosby  sale  items,  especially  experimental  pieces, 
were  not  located  again  until  recent  years.  I  suspect  that 
the  true  metal  was  a  kind  later  called  "oroide  ",  in  which 


experimental  cents  were  struck  as  late  as  1864. 

Adams-Woodin  |1913|  listed  as  their  No.  192  a  specimen 
struck  in  copper-nickel,  there  called  "unique."  The  disco¬ 
very  coin  passed  from  the  William  H.  Woodin  collection 
to  Judson  Brenner  |who  included  it  in  his  display  at  the 
ANS  Exhibit,  in  1914],  later  to  F.  C.  C.  Boyd,  and  then 
to  King  Farouk  I.  of  Egypt.  At  the  auction  of  the  Palace 
Collections  of  Egypt  in  1954,  a  Florida  dealer  named 
Randall  acquired  the  piece  and  later  offered  it  for  5500.; 
listed  as  Encyclopedia  1378*.  I  have  not  seen  it.  nor  was 
the  weight  ever  mentioned.  One  was  offered  in  the  "An- 
derson-Dupont”  collection  (Stack's,  November  11-13, 
1954),  lot  1155.  at  5350.,  to  Dorothy  Nelson,  for  the  owner 
of  the  "TAD"  large  cents  IStack's.  March  15,  1975],  lot 
880,  at  Si. 800.;  this  weighs  84  grains.  A  rim  nick  showed, 
apparently,  copper-nickel  metal  underneath  the  toning. 
Ffowever,  recent  tests  disclosed  no  nickel  content.  Its  owner 
has  vainly  sought  the  Woodin-Boyd-Farouk-Randall  spec¬ 
imen. 

Condition  Census: 

A  few  dozen  specimens  have  been  seen,  mostly  in  brown 
or  part  red  Uncirculated. 

Proof  Census: 

Approximately  thirty  proofs  are  in  collectors'  hands. 
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CHAPTER  30 


1854 


VARIETY#! 


Equivalents  G-l,  E-125  &  126 
Obverse  A  small  date  with  a  slanting  5.  The 
hub  which  was  used  for  the  “Braided  Hair”  Half 
Cent  dies  had  a  small  defect  in  the  hair  to  the 
lower  right  of  the  ear  which,  on  this  die,  is  re¬ 
paired  with  the  use  of  the  graver.  The  hub  defect 
can  be  seen  on  all  the  other  “Braided  Hair”  Half 
Cents  as  it  is  not  repaired. 

Reverse  On  some  examples  of  this  date,  the  I  in 
UNITED  has  a  lump  near  its  top.  The  lump  is 
very  minute  and  requires  at  least  a  10-power  glass 
to  be  seen.  It  is  not  known  whether  the  pit  which 
causes  the  lump  was  on  the  same  die  which  struck 
perfect  specimens,  or  whether  it  is  an  entirely  new 
die. 

Rarity  1  A  common  coin  in  condition  of  Fine 
and  higher.  Numerous  red  Uncirculated  speci¬ 
mens  are  known.  This  coin  is  usually  well  struck 
with  the  obverse  stars  and  both  obverse  and  re¬ 
verse  border  rims  well  defined. 


GENERAL  COMMENTS 
Coinage  reported  is  55,358. 
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X-Ray  Analysis  Reveals  Previously  Unsuspected  Pattern 


Within  the  study  of  U.S.  pattern  coin¬ 
age  and  related  items  are  many  un¬ 
answered  questions.  The  most  common 
area  of  uncertainty  concerns  the  exact 
composition  of  a  given  piece. 

In  the  standard  reference  on  the  series, 
United  States  Pattern,  Experimental  and 
Trial  Pieces,  Dr.  J.  Hewitt  Judd  usually 
refers  to  an  alloy  of  75-percent  copper/ 
25-percent  nickel  as  "nickel"  and  88- 
percent  copper/ 12-percent  nickel  as  "cop¬ 
per-nickel,"  though  in  common  numis¬ 
matic  usage  both  are  referred  to  as 
"copper-nickel."  Pure  nickel  is  called 
"nickel  (pure)"  and  is  described  as 
magnetic,  while  various  experimental 
alloys  are  spelled  out  when  known. 

Sometimes  experiments  involved  the 
use  of  similar  alloys  within  the  same  year, 
such  as  the  Flying  Eagle  large  cent  pat¬ 
terns  of  1855,  which  were  struck  in  copper 
(J-167),  bronze  (J-168),  80-percent  copper/ 
20-percent  nickel  (J-170),  and  60-percent 
copper/40-percent  nickel  (J-171).  In  most 
cases  the  first  two  can  be  differentiated 
by  color,  the  copper  being  a  solid 
chocolate  brown  and  the  bronze  showing 
streaks  of  brass  from  improper  mixing  of 
the  copper,  tin  and  zinc.  The  two  copper- 
nickel  alloys,  however,  cannot  be  dis¬ 
tinguished  by  the  same  method. 

Recently  ANACS  received  four  copper- 
nickel  pieces  with  the  request  that  they 
be  identified  as  either  J-170  or  J-171. 
Rather  than  return  them  as  "No  Deci¬ 
sion,"  as  would  normally  be  the  case, 
ANACS  decided  to  bear  the  expense  of  X- 
ray  analysis  to  see  if  there  might  be  some 
other  way  of  telling  them  apart  once  they 
were  properly  identified. 

Surprisingly,  the  four  pieces  proved  to 
be  composed  of  neither  of  the  expected 
alloys.  The  first  three  pieces  averaged 
approximately  75-percent  copper/ 12-per- 
cent  nickel /13-percent  zinc,  an  alloy 
known  as  one  type  of  German  silver.  The 
fourth  piece  showed  approximately  the 
same  composition  plus  a  trace  of  alumi¬ 
num,  which  may  have  been  surface  con¬ 
tamination  on  the  sample  tested,  an 
unintentional  contamination  of  the  alloy 


German  silver  1855  pattern  cents.  Weakly- 
struck  areas  around  eagle's  head,  wings,  talons 
and  tail  feathers;  wreath  and  reverse  lettering 
also  is  weak. 


itself  that  occurred  when  it  was  melted, 
or  a  deliberate  attempt  to  soften  the  alloy. 

The  composition  certainly  needed  sof¬ 
tening,  as  the  four  pieces  examined  were 
all  very  weakly  struck.  After  the  govern¬ 
ment's  last  experiment  with  German 
silver  (other  alloys  were  tested  on  1853 
and  1854  cents),  the  Mint  gave  up  and 
adopted  the  88-percent  copper/ 12-percent 
nickel  alloy  used  in  small-sized  cents  of 
1856-64. 

The  four  pieces  tested  by  ANACS, 
which  ultimately  were  designated  J-170a, 
might  be  missing  links  between  the 
various  copper-nickel  and  German  silver 
patterns  of  1852-55,  and  the  copper-nickel 
Flying  Eagle  and  Indian  cents.  The  12- 
percent  nickel  content  of  the  four  pieces 
is  consistent  with  that  of  the  1856-64 
cents,  but  the  zinc  was  replaced  by  an 
equal  percentage  of  copper  in  the  cent 
issues. 
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This  discovery  has  raised  the  question 
of  whether  Judd  numbers  170  and  171  ac¬ 
tually  exist.  Considering  that  four  pieces 
thought  to  be  one  or  the  other  turned  out 
to  be  neither,  perhaps  no  typical  examples 
of  either  variety  exist. 

While  on  the  subject  of  experimental 
pieces,  one  issue  of  particular  interest  was 
struck  by  the  U.S.  Mint,  not  to  test  alloys 
or  designs,  but  rather  vending  machines 
and  coin  counters. 

Struck  by  the  thousands  in  1979,  the 
pieces  were  loaned  to  manufacturers  of 
equipment  produced  to  handle  the  flood 
of  Susan  B.  Anthony  dollars  released  that 
year.  The  pieces  were  struck  in  copper- 
nickel  clad  on  copper  for  the  vending 
machine  and  slug  rejector  manufacturers, 
who  were  concerned  with  the  electrical- 
resistance  characteristics  of  the  actual 
coins;  and  in  solid  copper-nickel  for  coin- 
wrapping  and  counting-machine  manufac¬ 
turers,  who  were  only  concerned  about 
the  physical  dimensions  of  the  actual 
coins. 

The  characteristics  of  the  experimental 
piece— diameter,  weight,  11 -sided  raised 
rim  and  reeded  edge — resemble  those  of 


Susan  B.  Anthony  dollar  trial  piece  shows 
11-sided  raised  rim  and  shallow  mound  on 
either  side.  Machining  marks  indicate  mound 
was  crudely  routed  into  a  blank  die  with  a 
lathe. 


the  SBA  dollar.  The  obverse  and  reverse 
of  the  piece  feature  broad,  shallow 
mounds  that  simulate  the  raised  relief  of 
the  actual  coin. 

According  to  Alan  Herbert  of  Numis¬ 
matic  News,  the  U.S.  Mint  takes  the  posi¬ 
tion  that  because  the  test  pieces  were  not 
legally  issued,  they  are  subject  to  seizure 
by  the  Secret  Service.  Special  thanks  are 
extended  to  Mr.  Herbert  for  the  photo¬ 
graphs  and  information  presented  in  this 
discussion. 


AN  ACS  CALENDAR  OF  EVENTS 


MAY 

4-6  AMARILLO,  TX.  Civic  Center.  ANACS  booth  and  seminar,  Texas  Numismatic  Association  Con¬ 
vention.  Nela  Runkle,  4304  Jennie,  Amarillo,  TX  79106. 

4-6  GRAND  RAPIDS,  MI.  Grand  Center  &  Grand  Plaza.  ANACS  booth  and  seminar,  Michigan  State 
Numismatic  Society  Convention.  Florence  Schook,  P.O.  Box  2014,  Livonia,  MI  48154. 

18- 20  ATLANTA,  GA.  Galleria  Mall.  ANACS  booth  and  seminar,  Georgia  Numismatic  Association 
Convention.  Michael  W.  Griffith,  P.O.  Box  611,  Lilbum,  GA  30247. 

31-June  3  LONG  BEACH,  CA.  Long  Beach  Convention  Center.  ANACS  booth,  Long  Beach  Expo.  S.L. 
Lopresto,  309  E.  Ocean  Blvd.,  Long  Beach,  CA  90802. 

31-June  3  TULSA,  OK.  Tulsa  Assembly  Center.  ANACS  booth  and  seminar,  Oklahoma  Numismatic 
Association  Convention.  ONA,  P.O.  Box  35323,  Tulsa,  OK  74153. 

JUNE 

21-24  CHERRY  HILL,  NJ.  Hyatt  Cherry  Hill.  ANACS  booth  and  seminar,  Garden  State  Numismatic 
Association  9th  Annual  Convention.  Stephen  R.  Taylor,  70  West  View  Ave.,  Dover,  DE  19901. 

JULY 

28- August  1  DETROIT,  MI.  Cobo  Hall  Convention  Center.  ANACS  booth,  93rd  Anniversary  Con¬ 
vention  of  the  American  Numismatic  Association.  Florence  Schook,  P.O.  Box  2014,  Livonia,  MI  48154. 

OCTOBER 

4-7  LONG  BEACH,  CA.  Long  Beach  Convention  Center.  ANACS  booth,  Long  Beach  Expo.  S.L.  Lopresto 
309  E.  Ocean  Blvd.,  Long  Beach,  CA  90802. 

19- 21  LITTLE  ROCK,  AR.  Camelot  Inn.  ANACS  booth  and  seminar,  Arkansas  Numismatic  Society 
Annual  Coin  Show  &  Convention.  ANS,  115  Donaghey  Bldg.,  Little  Rock,  AR  72201. 
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THE  1854  COPPER-NICKEL  PA l  i ERN  HALF  CENT  -  DOES  IT  EXIST?  —  PART  II 
R.  Tettenhorst 

Hello  again.  Patient  Readers  1 

When  last  we  chatted,  the  Woodin-Farouk-Norweb  coin,  the  so-called  1854 
copper-nickel  pattern  (Judd-155),  had  been  sent  off  to  the  American  Numismatic 
Association  Certification  Service  (ANACS)  for  X-Ray  spectroscopy.  The  Dupont- 
Spence  piece  had  previously  proven  to  be  100  percent  copper,  and  not  a  pattern. 
The  Norweb  piece  had  a  similar  full-strike  and  similar  83.4  grain  weight. 
fore,  I  thought  I  knew  what  the  results  of  the  test  on  the  Norweb  piece  would  be, 
namely: 

1)  that  it  was  impossible  for  nickel  to  be  in  the  alloy; 

2)  thus,  the  Norweb  coin  would  be  a  regular  copper  1854  half  cent; 

3)  thus,  since  no  other  example  of  J- 155  was  known,  that  pattern  sim¬ 
ply  did  not  exist. 

While  awaiting  the  letter  to  confirm  these  conclusions,  I  began  writing  an  arti¬ 
cle  with  the  title  "The  Undiscovery  of  a  Variety." 

When  the  letter  from  ANACS  did  arrive,  I  casually  opened  it.  However,  my 
nonchalance  soon  dissolved.  My  first  assumption  was  indeed  correct,  since  the 
coin  did  not  contain  any  nickel.  However,  as  to  the  other  assumptions,  <.  could 
not  have  been  more  wrong. 

The  approximate  metallic  content  of  the  coin  was: 

copper  80% 

tin  16% 

silver  4% 

nickel  0% 

Clearly  J- 155  was  firmly  reestablished  as  a  oattern  in  an 
What  a  totally  unexpected  development! 

XX 17/ 138 


Tin!  Silver! 
experimental  alloy. 
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From  every  answered  question  comes  a  number  of  conclusions,  and  often  a 

new  set  of  questions . 

CONCLUSIONS 

1)  Searching  for  numismatic  information  is  great  fun.  In  fact,  it  can  be  as  much 
fun  as  searching  for  coins.  Sven  when  I  wasn't  making  any  progress  toward  the 
answer  I  was  looking  for,  it  was  an  enjoyable  experience.  I  met  many  friendly 
numismatists.  Typically,  they  listened  to  the  question  and  the  reason  for  ask¬ 
ing  it;  they  expressed  interest;  they  encouraged  me  to  continue  the  search;  and 
they  made  suggestions  as  to  other  people  who  might  be  contacted. 

2)  Almost  anyone  can  do  research.  The  observations  made  and  investigations  under¬ 
taken  did  not  require  any  particular  depth  of  numismatic  knowledge.  As  our 
mid-western  farmers  sometimes  say,  "Even  a  blind  pig  will  pick  up  an  acorn 
once  in  a  while." 

3)  Just  because  something  has  been  written  down  in  books  for  a  long  time  and  often 
repeated  doesn't  always  mean  that  it  is  true. 

4)  A  certain  humility  is  important  for  a  researcher.  Just  because  I  knew  some 
significant  facts  didn't  mean  that  I  knew  all  the  facts. 

5)  J-I55  is  a  pattern,  but,  of  course,  with  a  much  different  metallic  content 
than  was  previously  ascribed  to  it. 

QUESTIONS 

1)  Why  did  Mr.  Woodin  make  a  mistake  of  this  magnitude? 

2)  Why  did  so  many  knowledgeable  numismatists  examine  the  Woodin-Farouk-Norweb 
half  cent  and  the  Oupont-Spence  half  cent  over  the  years  without  raising  the 
questions  about  differences  in  strike  and  weight  between  these  1854  coins 
and  the  1856  copper-nickel  patterns,  which  are  so  obvious  using  hindsight? 

3)  Why  was  there  tin  and  silver  in  this  Norweb  coin  alloy?  Here  let  me  offer 
some  hypotheses.  As  to  tin,  J.  P.  Martin  of  ANACS  quotes  a  letter  from  James 
C.  8ooth,  the  melter  and  assayer  of  the  U.S.  Mint  at  Philadelphia,  who  said 
that  more  tin  was  added  "in  an  attempt  to  prevent  the  bronze  pieces  from  tar¬ 
nishing"  (it  has  previously  been  assumed  that  this  coimient  referred  to  J-162, 
the  one  cent  piece  struck  in  a  material  described  "Oroide").  As  to  silver, 
since  the  mint  was  testing  alloys  for  a  smaller  one-cent  piece  to  replace 

the  large  copper  cents  which  most  of  us  love,  a  4  percent  silver  content  would 
be  about  what  was  needed  to  ensure  that  the  new  coins  would  contain  one  cent's 
worth  of  metal.  At  the  time  when  this  pattern  was  made,  those  responsible 
for  our  coins  were  still  operating  under  the  quaint  nineteenth-century  notion 
that  money  should  have  intrinsic  value.  They  did  not  realize  that  one  could 
rely  solely  on  the  integrity  of  our  elected  officials  to  make  sure  that  money 
retained  its  full  worth.  They  believed  that  you  needed  full  precious  metal 
content  in  money  to  avoid  inflation.  It  was  such  a  cynical  age! 

4)  Are  there  other  nineteeth-century  pattern  coins  which  have  a  metallic  content 
different  from  what  is  specified  in  the  current  references?  How  many  others 
have  actually  been  tested? 

Finally,  appreciation  should  be  expressed  to  Frank  Wilkinson  for  the  high 
quality  of  his  photographs,  which  reveal  so  clearly  the  critical  issue  of  strike 
intensity.  Also,  thanks  to  those  EAC  memoers  who  wrote  me  after  Parc  I  of  che 
article,  which  appeared  in  the  March,  1990  issue  of  Penny-Wi se ,  and  others  who 

expressed  opinions  at  che  May,  L990  EAC  Convention.  And,  of  course,  without  the 

help  of  Eric  ?.  Newman  wno  arranged  for  and  those  who  carried  out  the  nondestruc¬ 
tive  metallic  tests,  none  of  the  new  information  would  be  known. 
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AUCTIONEERS  •  APPRAISERS 


123  WEST  57TH  STREET  *  NEW  YORK,  N .  Y.  10019  •  TEL:  212  /582-2580 


April  28th,  1975 


PERSONAL 


Mr.  Bernard  Edison 
Edison  Brothers  Stores,  Inc. 

400  Washington  Avenue 
St.  Louis,  Missouri  63102 

Dear  Bernard: 

We  are  in  receipt  of  your  letter  of  the  24th,  together  with  the 
1854  Proof  Half  Cent  and  accompanied  by  Peter  Gaspar's  report  of 
April  24th. 

Inasmuch  as  the  coin  was  originally  catalogued  by  us  in  1954  after 
having  it  tested  (copy  of  which  I  cannot  locate  at  this  time),  we 
did  not  submit  the  coin  to  a  new  test.  I  believe  ours  was  made  by 
specific  gravity  rather  than  the  x-ray  spectra  technique. 

I  am  sure  your  test  is  more  conclusive  than  our  original  one.  We 
are,  therefore,  issuing  a  credit  to  your  account  for  the  lot. 

We  would,  however,  appreciate  if  you  could  return  the  original 
envelopes  so  that  we  can  keep  the  pedigree  (for  what  it's  worth) 
together. 

Sorry  to  have  had  to  put  you  to  this  extra  work.  The  results 
naturally  were  a  revelation  to  us,  but  we  all  like  to  learn. 

With  kindest  personal  regards,  I  am 


Sincerely  yours. 


May  14,  1975 


Mr.  Harvey  Stack 
Stack ' s 

123  West  57th  Street 
New  York,  New  York  10019 

Dear  Harvey: 

Thanks  for  your  prompt  and  gracious  response  on  the  1854  half 
cent.  I  am  sorry,  too,  to  have  been  the  source  of  this  return. 
I  am  enclosing  the  two  envelopes,  as  you  requested. 

I  am  also  including  another  payment  on  my  account  which  should 
take  care  of  the  bulk  of  it.  I  expect  to  clean  up  the  balance 
veiy  shortly. 

As  a  half-cent  specialist,  I  would  naturally  be  interested  in 
your  analysis  of  the  situation  in  regard  to  the  1854  copper 
nickel  pattern: 

A.  Does  this  mean  that  there  is  only  one  valid 
copper  nickel  pattern  of  that  date? 

B.  Is  the  Farouk  specimen  also  now  in  doubt  as 
to  its  composition? 

C.  Do  you  know  who  has  the  Farouk  specimen,  and 
if  so,  would  it  be  possible  to  also  have  it 
similarly  tested? 

D.  On  the  other  hand,  is  it  likely  that  there 
were  two  genuine  specimens,  and  that  the 
second  one  is  simply  somewhere  else  other  than 
where  we  thought  it  was? 

Very  sincerely. 


Bernard  Edison 
rmt 
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Andrew  W.  Pollock  III 

foreword  by  Q.  David  Bowers 


United  States  Patterns  and  Related  Issues 


Larry  Hanks  provided  pedigree  information  about  some 
exceedingly  rare  varieties,  and  informed  the  author  about  an 
unlisted  1878  pattern  dollar  variety  •  John  F.  Harper 
provided  information  about  pattern  five-cent  pieces  •  Jon 
Harris  loaned  rare  varieties  for  study  •  Joel  S.  Harwin 
supplied  pedigree  data  on  rare  varieties  •  Jules 
d’Hemecourt  loaned  pattern  varieties  for  study  •  Kenn 
Henderson  provided  much  information  about  the  experi¬ 
mental  pieces  produced  by  the  International  Nickel  Company 
and  other  firms  in  the  mid  1960s,  and  loaned  photographs  • 
Michael  J.  Hodder  provided  information  about  rare  pat¬ 
terns  varieties  and  supplied  citations  relating  to  patterns  in 
numismatic  journals  •  Donald  A.  Holt  reported  on  pieces 
seen  by  him  •  Robert  W.  Hoge  sent  the  author  the 
inventory  of  patterns  in  the  ANA  Collection  •  Paul  M. 
Honkavaara  furnished  information  about  a  pattern  one- 
cent  variety. 

Dr.  J.  Bruce  Jackson  reported  on  pieces  seen  by  him 
•  Elizabeth  Jones  shared  insights  relating  to  the  prepara¬ 
tion  of  patterns. 

William  S .  Kable  furnished  information  on  Dana  Bickford 
$10  patterns  •  Art  Kagin  loaned  several  rare  patterns  and 
die  trials  for  photography  and  study  •  John  M.  Kleeberg 
arranged  for  Cathy  Dumont  and  the  author  to  weigh,  mea¬ 
sure,  and  photograph  many  of  the  pattern  pieces  in  the  ANS 
Collection  •  Martin  Kodner  provided  pedigree  informa¬ 
tion  about  off-metal  Stellas  •  James  Koutsoures  corre¬ 
sponded  with  the  author  about  privately  issued  19th-century 
varieties  •  Walt  Kowalewski  loaned  a  pattern  1916  Mer¬ 
cury  dime  for  study  •  Ken  Krah  provided  information  about 
an  unlisted  variety  •  Krause  Publications  allowed  the 
author  to  incorporate  information  from  its  Auction  Prices 
Realized  series  into  the  text  of  this  book. 

Cynthia  LaCarbonara  typed  correspondence  for  the 
author  •  Julian  Leidman  offered  opinions  about  the  rarity 
of  many  varieties  and  loaned  the  author  numerous  1858 
pattern  cents  for  examination  •  The  owner  of  the  Lemus 
Collection  allowed  Cathy  Dumont  and  the  author  the 
opportunity  to  weigh,  measure,  and  photograph  approxi¬ 
mately  400  pattern  pieces  in  his  collection  •  The  Library 
Company  of  Philadelphia  supplied  an  inventory  of  pat¬ 
tern  pieces  in  its  collection  •  Lee  Lilljedahl  read  the 
manuscript,  made  many  typographical  corrections,  and  of¬ 
fered  suggestions  to  improve  grammar  and  style  ‘Jesse 
Limoli  provided  information  about  20th-century  pattern 
pieces  •  Edward  J.  Linckner,  M.D.  provided  information 
on  various  pattern  varieties  •  Denis  Loring  loaned  a  1793 
Strawberry  Cent  electrotype  for  photography. 

Emmett  McDonald  furnished  an  important  document  • 
Randy  A.  McIntosh  provided  historical  information  about 
patterns  •  J.P.  Martin  supplied  information  about  pieces  he 
had  studied  as  an  authenticator  at  ANACS  and  at  the  ANA 
Authentication  Bureau  •  Debbie  Mclntire  typed  corre¬ 
spondence  for  the  author  •  Robert  Meek  supplied  impor¬ 
tant  pedigree  information  •  Jennifer  Meers  coordinated 
the  preparation  of  the  book  and  created  its  format  •  Alan 
Meghrig  furnished  information  about  pattern  two-cent  pieces 


•  Mark  Merena  implemented  corrections  and  improve¬ 
ments  to  the  manuscript  •  Raymond  N.  Merena  collected 
much  information  about  patterns  which  was  transferred  to 
the  author  in  1988  when  work  on  this  book  first  commenced 

•  Charlton  Meyer  loaned  the  author  several  die  trials  for 
study  •  David  Messner  shared  technical  information  about 
some  rare  varieties  •  Scott  Mitchell  provided  information 
on  unusual  patterns  •  Rick  Montgomery  reported  several 
new  varieties  of  patterns  and  supplied  technical  details  about 
metallic  compositions. 

Eric  Newman  supplied  an  inventory  of  patterns  in  his 
collection  •  Arthur  Newmark  reported  on  pieces  seen  by 
him  •  Jeff  Notrica  informed  the  author  about  some  unusual 
pieces  and  loaned  varieties  for  study  •  David  Novoselsky 
provided  important  technical  data. 

David  Parker  loaned  a  pattern  cent  for  study  •  W. 
David  Perkins  furnished  information  on  various  varieties  • 
Tom  Pilitowski  loaned  rare  patterns  and  die  trials  •  John 
J.  Pittman  shared  information  about  patterns  •  Doug 
Plasencia  coordinated  the  receipt  and  return  of  patterns 
loaned  to  the  author  for  study  •  Donna  Pope  made  arrange¬ 
ments  whereby  the  author  visited  the  Mint  and  gained 
insights  into  pattern  production  •  Ken  Potter  supplied 
information  about  various  modern-day  patterns  •  James 
Bennett  Pryor  furnished  data  about  pieces  in  his  collection. 

Ginger  Rapsus  shared  information  about  rare  varieties, 
especially  1916  Mercury  dime  patterns  •  Ed  Rector  re¬ 
ported  on  pieces  seen  by  him  •  R.J.  Regan  supplied 
information  about  various  varieties  •  Jules  Reiver  pro¬ 
vided  data  relating  to  the  elemental  analysis  of  pattern  cents, 
and  informed  the  author  about  the  various  experimental 
issues  of  the  DuPont  Company  •  G.  Wayne  Ricks  reported 
on  pieces  seen  by  him  •  Jay  Roe  sent  information  about 
1849  pattern  gold  dollars  •  Alex  Roter,  M.D.  loaned 
numerous  die  and  hub  trials  ‘Bob  Rozycki  furnished  data 
on  various  varieties  •  Mark  Rush  loaned  rare  pattern 
varieties  and  provided  copies  of  many  mid  1 9th-century  Mint 
documents. 

Leonard  Saunders  loaned  an  important  reference  book 

•  Donald  Scarinci  reported  on  pieces  seen  by  him  • 
Rodney  D.  Scott  furnished  information  on  various  varieties 

•  The  Smithsonian  Institution  provided  Cathy  Dumont 
and  the  author  with  an  opportunity  to  weigh,  measure,  and 
photograph  the  patterns  in  the  National  Numismatic  Collec¬ 
tion  •  Rick  Snow  loaned  the  author  an  unlisted  1884-0 
Morgan  dollar  struck  in  copper  •  Ken  Spatola  arranged  to 
have  pattern  pieces  loaned  to  author  for  study  •  John  M. 
Stehnach  shared  technical  observations  about  a  rare  variety 

•  James  E.  Strickling  furnished  information  on  pattern 
five-cent  pieces  •  Mike  Stimpson  provided  records  from 
the  Congressional  archives  •  David  M.  Sundman  supplied 
a  listing  of  control  code  numbers  on  1960s  G.M.  pattern 
“cents.” 

Saul  Teichman  provided  many  hundreds  of  detailed 
pedigree  listings,  and  numerous  technical  observations  1r. 

Tettenhorst  shared  research  findings  about  an  1854  half 
cent  struck  in  oroide  •  Mary  Tocci  coordinated  the  receipt 
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1854 


In  this  year,  Mint  Director  James  R.  Snowden  had  some 
light-weight  pattern  cents  struck  on  copper  and  bronze 
planchets;  see  varieties  [187,  189,  190,  and  191].  Although 
these  were  considerably  smaller  than  those  in  circulation  at 
the  time,  Snowden  believed  they  would  be  readily  accepted 
by  the  public.  A  parcel  of  these  pattern  cents  was  shipped  to 
the  Treasury  Department  on  December  13,  1854,  together 
with  a  report  wherein  Snowden  offered  the  following  com¬ 
mentary: 

Sir:  In  compliance  with  the  request  contained  in  your 
letter  of  the  11th  instant,  I  have  caused  to  be  struck,  and 
herewith  forward  one  hundred  specimens  of  the  proposed 
cent  therein  referred  to;  and  have  the  honor  now  to  recapitu¬ 
late  the  various  points  of  information  on  that  subject  which 
heretofore  [have]  been  communicated  to  the  department.  In 
so  doing,  it  will,  perhaps,  best  subserve  the  wishes  of  the 
department,  and  of  the  committees  in  Congress,  if  I  should 
present  the  projdt  of  a  law,  in  several  sections,  with  explana¬ 
tory  remarks  appended  to  each  section. 

AN  ACT  relating  to  the  coinage  of  cents 

Sec.  1.  Be  it  enacted,  &c..  That  from  and  after  the 
passage  of  this  act,  the  standard  weight  of  the  cent  coined  at 
the  mint  of  the  United  States  shall  be  ninety-six  grains,  or 
two-tenths  of  one  ounce  troy,  with  no  greater  deviation  than 
four  grains  in  a  single  piece;  and  that  the  coinage  of  the  half- 
cent  shall  cease. 

Remarks . — The  present  weight  of  the  cent  is  1 68  grains; 
at  the  current  price  of  copper,  the  government  is  barely  saved 
from  the  loss  by  the  coinage,  and  is  every  d  ay  liable  to  become 
an  actual  loser.  Yet  the  experience  of  every  country  has 
settled  this  point,  that  the  lowest  denominations  of  coin  are 
not  made  acceptable  on  account  of  their  market  value,  but  on 
account  of  the  government  stamp,  and  the  convenience  of 
having  such  pieces  for  small  transactions.  For  the  proposed 
reduction  of  weight  of  the  cent,  we  have  abundant  prece¬ 
dents.  In  1792  the  legal  weight  was  264  grains;  early  in  1793 
it  was  reduced  to  208  grains;  in  1796,  in  pursuance  of  legal 
authorization.  President  Washington  issued  a  proclamation 
reducing  the  cent  to  168  grains — the  present  legal  standard. 

In  France,  at  this  day,  the  piece  of  ten  centimes — say  two 
cents  of  our  money — weighs  less  than  than  our  cent,  yet 
passes  freely.  Dealers  all  over  the  country  will  feel  obliged  for 
such  an  unloading  of  copper  as  the  change  from  168  to  96 
grains  would  produce.  The  allowance  of  four  grains  for 
deviation  is  a  customary  “remedy  of  the  mint.”  and  is  neces¬ 


sary  for  the  practical  operations.  The  omission  of  the  half- 
cent  scarcely  needs  a  remark.  It  is  useless.  People  will  not  take 
the  trouble  to  make  a  cent  with  two  pieces  of  money. 

Sec.  2.  Be  it  further  enacted,  That  the  said  cent  shall  be 
composed  of  copper,  with  any  admixture,  not  exceeding  five 
per  cent,  in  weight,  of  metals  which  may  render  it  more 
suitable  for  the  purposes  of  coin.  And  the  devices  upon  said 
cent  shall  express  its  country,  denomination,  and  date  of 
coinage. 

Remarks. — In  regard  to  the  various  experiments  re¬ 
cently  made  here,  as  to  the  desirableness  of  introducing  a 
German-silver  cent,  I  presume  it  will  not  be  necessary  here  to 
recapitulate  the  correspondence  which  is  already  in  the 
possession  of  the  department,  and  which,  I  presume,  will  be 
laid  before  the  committee  in  Congress  to  whom  it  is  your 
desire  to  refer  this  subject.  A  decided  preference  for  the 
copper  coin,  if  its  weight  can  be  reduced  to  ninety-six  grains, 
is  the  conclusion  to  which  my  mind  is  brought,  after  a  careful 
consideration  of  the  advantages  and  objections  on  both  sides. 

The  allowance  of  five  per  cent,  for  the  admixture  of  other 
metals — tin  and  zinc  being  intended — is  to  make  an  alloy 
which  will  improve  the  color  and  reduce  the  liability  to 
corrosion  and  foulness.  It  is  the  same  mixture  which  the 
French  are  using  for  coinage,  under  the  name  of  bronze,  but 
I  have  avoided  that  term  as  being  vaguely  applied  among  us 
to  very  different  metallic  mixtures  and  colorings. 

Other  sections  of  the  proposed  act  provided  for  the  produc¬ 
tion  of  ninety-six  grain  cent  planchets  by  private  manufactur¬ 
ers  and  the  exchange  of  the  new  cents  for  the  old  large  cents. 

HALF  CENT.  Obverse  and  reverse:  The  dies  used  to  coin 
regular-issue  1854  half  cents,  Breen-2. 

❖  184.  Oroide  (copper-tin  alloy).  Plain  edge. 

Rarity-8.  AW-192,  Judd-155,  Taxay-EP173  (not  in  Davis). 
Although  described  as  being  copper-nickel  in  thepastmobertv 
that  X-ray  spectroscopy  analysis  has 
composition  contains  no  nickel,  but  is 
instead  approximately  80%  copper,  16%  tin,  and  4%  silver. 

(1)  W.H.  Woodin;  J.  Brenner;  1914  ANS  exhibition;  F.C.C.  Boyd;  King 
Farouk;  Sotheby’s,  1954,  “Palace  Collection,”  Lot  1750,  VF;  James  P. 
Randall,  1957;  Mr.  and  Mrs.  R.  Henry  Norweb;  Bowers  and  Merena, 
October  1987,  Norweb,  Lot  134*,  Uncirculated,  83.4grains;  R.Tettenhorst. 

Carl  W.A.  Carlson  reports  that  Sylvester  Sage  Crosby 
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exhibited  an  example  at  the  March  1872  meeting  of  the 
Boston  Numismatic  Society. 


[figure  70] 


ONE  CENT.  Obverse:  The  Liberty  Seated  design  as  em¬ 
ployed  on  the  silver  coins,  with  thirteen  stars  around,  and  the 
date  below.  Reverse:  The  denomination  1  CENT  within  a 
wreath  of  oak  leaves  and  acorns. 

The  Mint  continued  to  experiment  with  German  silver  and 
nickel  alloys  in  1854,  and  produced  a  series  of  patterns  using 
these  dies.  The  obverse  was  evidently  crudely  reduced  from 
an  1851  silver  dollar  die  using  the  portrait  lathe. 

James  C.  Booth  suggested  that  the  German  silver  cent 
should  be  intermediate  in  size  between  the  dime  and  quarter 
dollar.  The  Mint  did  not  intend  to  use  these  designs  in  the 
event  that  German  silver  was  adopted  as  a  coinage  metal,  but 
simply  prepared  the  pieces  to  illustrate  the  proposed  size  and 
the  physical  characteristics  of  the  metal. 

The  1851 -dated  German  silver  and  nickel  alloy  patterns 
were  coined  using  the  same  alloys  as  employed  to  produce  the 
1853  cent  patterns: 

1)  German  silver:  30%  nickel,  60%  copper,  10%  zinc.  Dr. 
Judd  reports  that  these  pieces  have  the  appearance  of  bronze 
or  old  copper.  Davis-70,  Judd-157,  Taxay-EP175,  (Adams- 
Woodin  attribution  numbers  do  not  clearly  correlate  with 
Judd  or  Taxay). 

2)  German  silver:  40%  nickel,  40%  copper,  20%  zinc. 
These  pieces  are  described  by  Dr.  Judd  as  resembling  copper- 
nickel  in  color,  (such  as  was  used  to  coin  Flying  Eagle  and 
early  Indian  Head  cents?).  Davis-70,  Judd-156,  Taxay-EP174, 
(Adams-Woodin  attribution  numbers  do  not  clearly  correlate 
with  Judd  or  Taxay). 

3)  Nickel  alloy:  nickel  40%,  copper  60%.  Described  as 
having  a  white  or  grayish  white  color.  Said  to  be  slightly 
magnetic.  Davis-70,  Judd-158,  Taxay-EP176. 

As  a  practical  consideration,  numismatists  are  frequently 
unable  to  make  definitive  attributions  when  cataloging  1854 
German  silver  and  nickel  alloy  cents.  Some  specimens  de¬ 
scribed  as  being  Judd-156  by  one  numismatist,  may  be  called 
J-157  or  158  by  another.  Since  this  uncertainty  exists,  and 
since  it  appears  that  elemental  analysis  is  the  only  definitive 
way  to  distinguish  between  the  different  varieties,  we  have 
elected  to  assign  a  single  attribution  number  to  all  of  the 
German  silver  and  nickel  alloy  pieces,  pending  a  better 
understanding  of  the  characteristics  and  metrology  of  each 
composition. 

***  185.  German  silver  (various  compositions)  or 


nickel  alloy.  Reeded  edge.  Rarity-6  to  7. 

(1)  Rarcoa,  April  1976,  Central  States,  Lot  456*,  Proof  (as  J-158). 

(2)  Superior,  June  1977,  Crouch,  Lot  13*,  Uncirculated  (as  J-158); 
New  England,  April  1980,  Fund,  Lot  361*,  Proof  (as  J-158);  Melnick, 
November  1982,  Hoffman,  Lot  8*,  Uncirculated  (as  J-158);  Heritage, 
February  1984,  ANA,  Lot  513*,  Proof,  (as  J-156). 

(3)  Bowers  and  Ruddy,  November  1979,  Bartlett,  Lot  2969*,  Uncir¬ 
culated,  (as  J-156). 

(4)  Mid  American,  May  1985,  Robertson,  Lot  787*,  Uncirculated  (as 
J-158). 

(5)  Stack’s,  June  1988,  Sprinkle,  Lot  448*,  Proof  (as  J-157). 

(6)  Stack’s,  October  1988,  Lot  602*,  Proof  (as  J-156  or  157);  Lemus 
Collection,  51.5  grains,  diameter:  0.848  inches,  die  alignment:  180°. 

(7)  A.  Kosoff,  1962,  Illustrated  History,  Lot  174*  (as  J-158). 

(A)  B.  Reed;  Omaha  City  Library,  Inv.  No.  P-33,  52.9  grains. 

(B)  W.E.  Woodward,  October  1867,  Mickley,  Lot  2180,  VF;  Crosby. 

(C)  Hewitt,  April  1972;  Harry  W.  Bass,  Jr.  Research  Foundation,  51.0 
grains,  diameter:  0.850  inches,  die  alignment:  about  180°. 

(D)  J.  Leidman,  May  1973;  Harry  W.  Bass,  Jr.  Research  Foundation, 
53.2  grains,  diameter:  0.852  inches,  die  alignment:  180°. 

Auction  prices  realized  •  1992:  •  $3,410  •  1991:  •  $825 

•  1990:  •  $2,530  •  1,600  •  1989:  •  $2,090  •  1985:  •  $560 

•  1984:  •  $1,000  •  1982:  •  $675  •  1981:  •  $400. 

❖  186.  Copper.  Plain  edge.  Rarity-6  to  7.  Davis-70, 
AW-148,  Judd-159,  Taxay-EP177.  Most  of  the  pieces  offered 
over  the  years  are  electrotypes  said  to  have  been  made  at  the 
Mint  in  such  a  way  as  to  have  a  clear  ring. 

(1)  Rarcoa,  April  1975,  Central  States,  Lot  347*,  Uncirculated, 
(electrotype);  Harry  W.  Bass,  Jr.  Research  Foundation,  73.1  grains, 
diameter:  0.835  inches,  die  alignment:  180°. 

(2)  Superior,  August  1975,  ANA,  Lot  1222*,  Uncirculated,  (electro¬ 
type). 

(3)  Bowers  and  Ruddy,  1974,  Rare  Coin  Review,  No.  21,  p.  42*, 
Uncirculated,  (die  struck). 

(4)  Superior,  June  1977,  Crouch,  Lot  14*,  Uncirculated,  (electro¬ 
type).  Bowers  and  Merena,  March  1987,  Taylor,  Lot  3741*,  Uncircu¬ 
lated,  (die  struck),  74.2  grains. 

(5)  Superior,  June  1987,  Crouch,  Lot  15*,  Uncirculated,  (electro¬ 
type). 

(6)  Superior,  June  1977,  Crouch,  Lot  16*,  Uncirculated,  (electro¬ 
type);  J.  Reiver. 

(7)  Melnick,  November  1982,  Hoffman,  Lot  9*.  Uncirculated,  (elec¬ 
trotype). 

(8)  Paramount,  July  1983,  Auction  ’83,  Lot  266*,  Uncirculated, 
(electrotype). 

(A)  B.  Reed;  Omaha  City  Library,  Inv.  No.  P-114,  75.0  grains. 

(B)  J.C.  Mitchelson,  1913;  Connecticut  State  Library,  Inv.  No.  11587. 

(C)  Stack’s,  August  1971,  ANA,  Lot  265;  Lemus  Collection,  74.7 
grains,  diameter:  0.833  inches,  die  alignment:  180°,  (electrotype). 

Auction  prices  realized  •  1992:  •  $1,870  •  1,320  •  1991: 

•  $1,760  •  1988:  •  $687  •  1986:  •  $1,705  •  1983:  •  $660 

•  1982:  •  $575  •  440. 


[figure  71] 


1856 


In  1856,  the  Mint  focused  much  of  its  research  effort  on  the 
creation  of  suitable  small-size  one-cent  coins  to  replace  the 
unpopular  large  cents  then  in  circulation.  In  a  letter  from  Mint 
Director  James  Patterson  to  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  James 
Guthrie,  dated  July  11,  1856,  the  coinage  of  small-size 
pattern  one-cent  pieces  is  discussed,  and  the  creation  of 
experimental  copper-nickel  half  cents  is  explained.  This  letter 
was  quoted  by  Guthrie  in  a  communication  to  Congress  dated 
July  15,  1856. 

Sir:  In  a  former  communication  respecting  an  alter¬ 
ation  of  the  cent  coinage  I  took  occasion  to  say  I  had 
requested  the  melter  and  refiner  to  prosecute  further  experi¬ 
ments  with  a  view  to  the  ascertainment  of  the  most  suitable 
alloy  for  that  coinage. . . . 

Recent  experiments  have  induced  us  to  prefer  an  alloy 
in  which  ...  in  every  hundred  parts  of  weight  of  metal  there 
shall  be  eighty-eight  of  copper  and  twelve  of  nickel.  This  alloy 
seems  to  possess  all  the  desirable  characteristics  for  a  cent 
piece.  I  have  accordingly  caused  some  specimens  to  be  struck, 
fifty  pieces  of  which  I  send  you  by  Mr.  Colmesnil,  an  agent  of 
the  department.  To  prevent  expense  and  delay  we  have  used 
the  half  cent  dies.  The  specimens  will  show  that  the  mixture 
receives  a  good  impression  from  the  dies  and  exhibits  its  color 
and  general  appearance. 

The  infusion  of  twelve  per  cent  of  nickel  which  is  a 
metal  of  considerable  value  —  elevates  the  character  of  the 
material,  and  besides  the  advantages  of  color  and  general 
appearance  will  enable  us  to  have  a  cent  of  less  weight  and 
at  the  same  time  preserve  some  just  proportion  between  the 
intrinsic  and  the  nominal  value  of  the  coin. 

James  C.  Booth,  the  melter  and  refiner  at  the  Mint,  in  a 
letter  to  Secretary  Guthrie,  dated  July  18, 1856,  added  some 
additional  information  on  the  proposed  copper-nickel  alloy: 

The  peculiar  tone  of  color  will  render  it  difficult  of  close 
imitation;  and  even  if  it  could  be  counterfeited  by  a  cheaper 
alloy,  the  difference  in  value  would  not  yield  a  remuneration 
sufficient  to  cover  the  cost  of  manufacture  and  danger  of 
detection,  because  a  vast  amount  would  have  to  be  forced  on 
the  community  before  the  aggregate  profit  would  compen¬ 
sate  cost The  admixture  of  the  valuable  metal,  nickel,  will 

tend  to  give  character  to  the  new  cent  and  will  render  it 
popular. 

During  1856,  Congress  debated  the  coinage  bill  which  was 
to  become  the  Act  of  February  21, 1857.  Section  4  of  the  Act 


reads  as  follows: 

And  be  it  further  enacted  that  from  and  after  the 
passage  of  this  act,  the  standard  weight  of  the  cent  coined  at 
the  Mint  shall  be  seventy-two  grains,  or  three  twentieths  of 
an  ounce  troy,  with  no  greater  deviation  than  four  grains  in 
each  piece;  and  said  cent  shall  be  composed  of  eighty  eight 
per  centum  of  copper,  and  twelve  per  centum  of  nickel,  of 
such  shape  and  device  as  may  be  fixed  by  the  Director  of  the 
Mint,  with  the  approbation  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 

In  anticipation  of  the  new  copper-nickel  coinage,  the  Mint 
prepared  several  different  patterns  featuring  a  flying  eagle 
motif  on  the  obverse. 

HALF  CENT.  The  regular  dies  of  the  year,  Breen-2,  but 
struck  in  copper  nickel.  Some  strikings  reportedly  contain 
88%  copper  and  12%  nickel,  other  pieces  exist  which  are 
composed  of  90%  copper  and  1 0%  nickel.  These  two  different 
compositional  varieties  may  not  be  distinguishable  without 
elemental  analysis. 

❖  205.  Copper-nickel  (alloys  as  described  above). 
Plain  edge.  Rarity-5.  Davis-87,  AW-216  and  217,  Judd-177, 
Taxay-EP200.  Breen-1628  and  1629  (as  listed  in  his  Encyclo¬ 
pedia ).  Reported  weights  in  grains:  69.3, 69.7, 69.8, 70, 70.0, 
70.1,  70-1/2,  70.6,  70.7,  70.9,  70.98,  71.  Diameters  range 
from  0.891  to  0.892  inches.  All  seen  have  a  180°  die  align¬ 
ment. 

Auction  prices  realized  •  1992:  •  $2,860  •  2,300  •  1991: 
•  $880  •  1990:  •  $1,540  •  660  •  1989:  •  $1,225  •  575  • 
1988:  •  $1,250  •  1,100  •  860  •  1987:  •  $1,155  •  1986:  • 
$4,675  •  1,540  •  1985:  •  $935  •  1984:  •  $1,925  •  1,210  • 
935. 


[figure  77] 

ONE  CENT.  Obverse:  An  eagle  flying  to  the  left  in  plain 
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|rn  and  Experimental  Issues  of  the  United  States 
Mint. 

BY  ROBT.  COULTON  DAVIS,  PH.G. 

tempting  a  detailed  description  of  the  Pattern  and  Experimen- 
Lps  of  the  United  States  mint,  I  am  well  aware  that  I  have  as- 
la  task  of  no  ordinary  magnitude  ;  but  recognizing  the  want 
Lu  amon"  the  American  numismatic  fraternity  of  an  accurate  list  . 

many  trial  pieces,  and  rejected  designs  produced  m  our  national 
f  I  have  yielded  to  a  very  generally  expressed  desire  that  I  should 
public  such  knowledge  upon  this  subject  as,  during  many  years 
fcially  devoted  to  the  formation  of  a  collection  of  this  interesting 
Ricrkly  important  series  of  American  issues,  it  has  been  my  ior- 

■fer^ravT  consideration,  I  have  determined  to  arrange  the  list  by 
tancf not  as  to  denomination;  believing  that  such  an  arrangement 
L  m0re  convenient  for  reference,  and  more  generally  acceptable 
^Imismatists,  who  may  find  it  desirable  to  employ  it  as  a  guic  e. 

I  the  same  end  in  view,  I  shall  number  the  pieces  continuously 
[the  earliest  mint  issues  down  to  those  of  the  present  day  ;  always 
mencing  with  the  lowest  denomination  of  each  year, 
ihall  deem  it  an  especial  favor ‘on  the  part  of  collectors  it  they 
promptly  notify  the  Coin  Collectors’  Journal  of  any  specimens 
Se  pattern  issues  of  our  mint,  not  included  in  this  arrangement, 
it  omission,  if  substantiated,  will  be  published  in  an  addenda,  and 
^credited  to  their  respective  owners,  if  so  desired.  Previous  to 
description  of  the  coins  themselves,  I  shall  say^  a  few  brief  words 
g  the  establishment  of  our  mint,  soon  to  attain  its  centennial  year, 
he  earliest  consideration  on  the  part  of  Congress  looking  toward 
[establishment  of  a  mint,  is  to  be  found  in  the  report  of  a  corn- 
fee,  on  Wednesday  July  6, 1785,  formed  to  deliberate  on  the  ques- 
;of  a  money  unit,  when  it  was  resolved  :  Eirst ;  “  that  the  money 
[of  the  United  States  of  America  be  one  dollar.”  Second  ;  “  that 
smallest  coin  be  of  copper,  of  which  200  shall  pass  for  one  dollar, 
td ;  “  that  the  several  pieces  shall  increase  in  a  decimal  ratio, 
the  8th  of  August,  1786,  further  action  was  taken,  the  names  and 

Kts  of  the  coins  specified,  and  the  “  Board  of  Treasury .  ordered 
•ort  a  draft  of  an  ordinance  for  the  establishment  of  a  mint.  _  This 
?  was  presented  on  the  16th  of  October,  1786,  and  an  “  ordinance 
Joe  establishment  of  the  mint  of  the  the  United  States  of  America, 
■  for  regulating  the  value  and  alloy  of  coins  ”  duly  passed. 
u  years  were  destined  to  elapse,  however,  before  coining  actually 
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iKb.  ' 72. — Quarter  Eagle  from  the  regular  dies,  struck  in  silver. 

1852. 

II  No.  73. — Obv.  united  states  op  America,  surrounding  a  circular  per¬ 
foration  in  the  planchet,  around  which  is  a  wavy  line.  Rev.  Blank, 
ttgino  ”  Half  .Dollar,  gold.  (Compare  No.  77,  which  this  piece  exact¬ 
ly  resembles  Avith  the  exception  of  its  smaller  diameter,  and  the  fact 
0f  possessing  but  half  its  Aveight). 

74. — Obv.  united  states  op  America  1852,  surrounding  a  similar 
('■perforation  in  the  planchet.  Rev.  dollar  above  the  perforation,  a 
.  Sick  semi-circular  wreath  of  laurel  below.  “  Ring  ”  Dollar.  Metals  : 
5‘oold,  silver,  copper,  nickel.  Occurs  upon  thick  and  thin  planchets. 

°  No.  75. — Obv.  The  perforation  as  before.  AboAre,  USA;  beloAV, 
*1852.  Rev.  A  circle  of  laurel  sprigs.  “Ring”  Dollar.  Metals: 
fgold,  silver,  nickel. 

;  °  No.  76. — Obv.  Same  as  last.  Rev.  Same  as  No.  74.  “  Ring”  Dol¬ 

lar.  Metals  :  gold,  copper. 

No.  77. — Obv.  united  states  op  America,  surrounding  the  perfora¬ 
tion.  Rev.  Blank..  “Ring”  Dollar,  gold.  (Compare  “Ring”  Half 
Dollar.  No.  73). 


1853. 


|  No.  78.— Obv.  Head  of  LibertyTo  left  surrounded  by  thirteen  stars 
•  Upon  the  coronet,  liberty.  In  ex.,  1853.  Rev.  one  |  cent  Avithin  an 
olive  Avreath.  Edge  milled.  Cent.  Metals  :  nickel,  alloyed  with  sil¬ 
ver,  nickel  composition.  Occurs  on  thick  and  thin  planchets. 

I  No.  7(J.— Obv.  Blank.  Rev.  Same  as  last.  Cent.  Metals  :  nickel 
(alloyed  Avith  copper,  nickel  alloyed  Avitli  tin. 


1854. 

If  No,  80.— Obv,  Head  of  Liberty  left,  without-stars.  Upon  the  coro- 
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net,  liberty.  In  ex.,  1854.  Eev.  united  states  op  America.  With" 
a  laurel  wreath,  one  |  cent.  Cent,  copper. 

No.  81. — Obv.  An  eagle  flying  to  left,  surrounded  by  thirteen  stars. 
In  ex.,  1854.  Eev.  Same  as  last.  Cent,  copper. 

No.  82. — Half  Dime  from  the  regular  dies,  struck  in  nickel. 

No.  83. — Gold  Dollar  from  the  regular  dies,  struck  in  brass. 

No.  84. — Quarter  Eagle  from  the  regular  dies,  struck  in  copper. 

No.  85. — Three  Dollars  from  the  regular  dies,  struck  in  nickel. 


1855. 


No.  86. — Obv.  An  eagle  flying  to  left  surrounded  by  thirteen  stars.  *; 
In  ex.,  1855.  Eev.  Similar  to  No.  80,  but  with  bolder  and  larger  leaves  ri 
in  wreath.  Cent.  Metals  :  bronze,  brass,  copper,  nickel  and  alloys  of 
these  metals.  Occurs  upon  thick  and  thin  planchets. 


1856. 


No.  87.-^-Half  Cent  from  the  regular  dies,  struck  in  nickel. 

No.  88. — Obv.  united  states  of  America  1:56.  An  eagle  flying  to 
left.  Eev.  one  |  cent  within  a  wreath  of  cotton,  corn  and  tobacco. 
Cent,  nickel.  This  is  the  much  sought  for  1856  nickel  cent,  a  few  of 
which  passed  into  circulation.  ; 

No.  89. — Obv.  Same  as  last.  Eev.  one  |  cent  within  a  wreath  of  ^ 
oak  tied  at  the  base  with  a  ribbon  binding  three  arrows.  Above,  a  small 
shield.  Cent.  Metals  :  nickel,  copper.  I 

No.  90: — Obv.  Eagle  flying  to  left,  upon  a  plain  field.  Eev.  one  | 
cent  within  an  open  wreath  of  cotton,  corn  and  tobacco.  Cent 
Metals  :  copper,  nickel. 

No.  91. — Obv.  united  states  op  America.  Eagle  flying  to  left;  no 
date.  Eev.  A  wreath  of  cotton,  corn  and  tobacco,  as  in  last.  “  ONE  j 
cent  ”  omitted.  Cent,  nickel. 

No.  92. — Gold  dollar  from  the  regular  dies,  of  the  year,  struck  in 
nickel  and  brass. 


1857. 


No.  93. — Obv.  Head  of  Liberty  surrounded  by  thirteen  stars. 

-inr-r r  -r.  _  i  _  t  •/,  r\e _ nlW  S1Z6 
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ex.,  1857.  Eev.  one  |  cent  witliin  an  olive  wreath.  Of  smaller  si 
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A  FRENCH  TRADE  DOLLAR. 

The  French  Government  has  coined  a  new  .dollar  for  circulation  in  Tonquin  in 
the  East.  Specimens  of  the  coin  are  to  be  seen  in  London,  and  it  appears  to  be 
exactly  the  same  as  the  Mexican  dollar  in  weight,  size,  and  fineness.  The  superscrip¬ 
tion,  however,  is  different,  and  this  it  is  which  inspires  the  criticism,  by  those  who 
know  the  Chinese,  that  the  latter  will  reject  it,  and  will  say,  “No  wantec  China  side.” 
It  will  be  remembered  that  the  United  States  formerly  coined  a  trade  dollar  for  circu¬ 
lation  in  the  East;  but  its  deficiency  in  fineness  (371  i  grains  instead  of  377I  grains) 
'soon  became  apparent  to  the  astute  natives,  and  they  reverted  to  the  Mexican  dollar, 
large  quantities  of  which  are  still  sent  to  China.  It  remains  to  be  seen  whether  the 
dollar  provided  by  the  French  Government  will  be  more  successful. 


PATTERNS  vs.  FALSITIES. 

In  the  Coin  Collector  s  Journal  for  July,  1885,  Mr.  Robert  C.  Davis  of  Phila¬ 
delphia  began  a  description  of  the  “Pattern  and  Experimental  Issues  of  the  United 
States  Mint,”  which  has  now  reached  the  year  1873.  It  will,  of  course,  be  very  useful, 
and  probably  more  complete  than  if  written  by  any  other  person.  It  is  to  be  greatly 
regretted,  however,  that  Mr.  Davis  did  not  tie  himself  down  by  much  stricter  rules 
than  he  has  adopted  ;  and  particularly  that  he  did  not  make  separate  classes  of  real 
pattern  pieces,  of  trial  pieces  of  dies,  of  doubtful  pieces,  of  mules,  and  of  whim-pieces, 
that  is  to  say,  impressions  in  false  metals  taken  for  no  good  reason  from  dies  in  actual 
use,  or  from  old  dies  at  the  time  of  their  general  destruction  at  the  mint.  It  is  also  to 
be  regretted  that  in  most  cases  the  size  is  not  mentioned.  His  list  invites  criticism  ; 
it  will,  we  hope,  appear  in  pamphlet  form  ;  and  in  that  shape  it  would  be  very  pleasant 
to  greet  the  work  with  nothing  but  words  of  approval. 

No.  9  has  no  right  to  a  place  in  the  list;  its  own  inscription  condemns  it  as  a 
work  of  later  date,  even  if  its  obverse  die  be  of  1792. 

Nos.  10  and  11  Mr.  Davis  himself  says  “were  probably  not  intended  as  patterns 
for  coinage,  but  for  seals  ;  ”  why  then  he  includes  them  does  not  appear. 

No.  12  deserves  far  longer  notice  than  Mr.  Davis  gives  it,  and  above  all  it  deserves 
an  illustration.  If  Mr.  Davis  has  really  a  pattern  mill  or  of  a  cent  of  1794,  it  is  a 
treasure  which  should  be  duly  emphasized.  Can  it  be  possible,  however,  that  it  is  only 
the  half-dime  struck  in  copper  ?  Or  was  the  die  rejected  because  of  a  wrong  number 
of  stars  ?  Or  is  there  a  typographical  error  ? 

No.  15  is  a  curiosity.  Shall  we  call  it  a  mule  ?  Certainly  it  is  not  a  pattern,  for 
no  one  in  1795  could  have  seriously  suggested  the  use  of  the  “half-disme”  rev.  of  1792, 
or  have  repeated  the  blunder  of  a  die  with  14  stars. 

No.  16  is  called  a  trial  piece,  but  seems  to  be  a  mule,  1799. 

No.  17  is  at  best  only  a  trial  piece  of  one  die,  1800. 

Nos.  18,  19  and  20  are  only  half-eagles  in  false  metals,  the  third  being  also  a  mule, 
1803,  ’04,  ’08. 

No.  21  Mr.  Davis  calls  a  counterfeit,  1813. 

No.  24  Mr.  Davis  calls  a  mule,  1818.  ^ 

No.  25  has  no  right  to  a  place,  if  Mr.  Davis  believes  the  statement  he  quotes,  1S22. 

Nos.  26,  27,  28,  29,  30,  are  all  impressions  in  false  metals,  that  is,  of  less  value 
than  is  named  on  the  dies,  which  were  all  of  regular  issues,  1824,  ’25,  ’27,  ’30,  ’31. 

Thus  it  seems  that  of  the  first  thirty  numbers  only  thirteen  at  most  can  possibly 
be  called  patterns.  This  brings  us  to  1836,  when  patterns  really  begin  again. 

No.  32  was  certainly  issued  for  circulation,  1836. 

Nos.  34  and  36  are  somewhat  puzzling.  It  is  often,  if  not  generally,  believed  that 
the  starless  flying  eagle  reverse  was  prepared  in  1838,  and  in  the  opinion  of  the  writer 
these  are  simply  mules. 
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No.  38  Mr.  Davis  says  “was  adopted  as  the  regular  coinage  of  the  year”  1838. 
Why  then  does  it  appear  in  this  list  ? 

Nos.  39,  40,  43,  46;  seem  to  be  mules,  1838'. 

No.  48  is  a  mule  of  the  worst  kind,  struck  at  least  twenty  years  after  the  date  on 
obverse  die,  1838. 

Nos.  54,  55,  56,  57,  are  all  in  false  metals  from  regular  dies,  1843,  ’44,  ’46. 

No.  61  is  a  very  ugly  mule,  1849. 

Nos.  67a  and  68  are  at  best  trial  pieces  of  one  die,  1850. 

Nos.  71  and  72  are  in  false  metal  from  regular  dies,  185  1. 

No.  79  is  only  of  one  die,  1853. 

Nos.  82,  83,  84,  85,  87,  are  all  false  metal,  1854,  ’56. 

Nos.  90,  91  and  95  are  absurdities,  1856,  ’57. 

Nos.  92  and  96  are  false  metal,  1856,  ’57. 

Nos.  97  is  placed  three  years  too  early,  1857. 

No.  106  is  only  of  one  die,  1858. 

No.  in  is  a  “mule,”  says  Mr.  Davis,  1858. 

Nos.  1 13,  1 15  and  1 16  are  false  metal,  1858. 

No.  1 19  certainly  seems  to  be  the  regular  issue  of  the  year,  1859. 

Nos.  121  and  122  mean  nothing,  1859. 

Nos.  123  and  124  are  called  mules,  but  may  easily  pass  for  patterns,  1859. 

Nos.  129,  [30,  132,  133,  134,  135,  are  very  ugly  mules,  1859. 

Nos.  136  and  137  are  only  of  one  die,  1859. 

No.  138  is  false  metal,  1859. 

.  Nos.  142  and  143  are  c-alled  mules,  but  may  be  patterns,  1859. 

Nos.  144,  147,  150,  170,  are  false  metal,  i860,  ’61,  ’63. 

No.  175  is  an  obvious  mule,  1864. 

Nos.  178,  180  and  18 1  are  false  metal,  1864. 

No.  190  is  an  absurdity,  1865. 

No.  193  is  false  metal,  1865. 

Nos.  195,  200  and  206  must  be  the  regular  issue  of  the  year,  1865. 

Nos.  195,  197,  199,  200,  202,  203,  205,  206,  207,  209,  21 1,  are  false  metal,  1865. 
Nos.  232,  233,  234,  235,  239,  240,  241,  242,  are  false  metal,  1866. 

Nos.  236,  237  and  238  arc  mules,  1866. 

No.  249  is  only  one  die,  1867. 

Nos.  253,  255,  256,  257,  258,  are  false  metal,  1867. 

No.  254  is  a  mule,  1867. 

Nos.  259,  263,  264,  265,  268,  273,  274,  278,  279,  280,  28 r,  282,  283,  284,  286,  288, 
291,  are  false  metal,  1868,  ’69. 

No.  325  seems  to  be  a  mule,  1870. 

No.  341  and  342  are  false  metal,  1870. 

This  brings  us  to  the  end  of  1870,  and  more  than  one-third  of  the  numbers  have 
been  struck  out  as  not  being  really  patterns.  It  is  indeed  an  ungracious  task  to  be  so 
severely  critical,  but  certainly  the  eccentricities  of  the  authorities  of  the  United  States 
Mint  ought  not  to  be  treated  with  such  consideration  as  Mr.  Davis  has  shown  them. 

w.  s.  A. 


CURIOUS  TREASURE  TROVE. 

Some  workmen  were  recently  pulling  down  an  old  building  in  the  town  of  Svend- 
borg,  on  the  Danish  island  of  Funen,  when  they  came  upon  a  valuable  treasure,  which 
included  ten  bais  of  silver,  and  three  thousand  seven  hundred  and  seventy-four  silver 
and  gold  coins,  all  dating  from  the  reign  of  the  Danish  King  Eric  of  Pomerania,  A.  D. 
1396-1412.  The  whole  lay  together  buried  in  the  basement,  close  to  the  foundation. 
It  is  singular  that  tradition  for  centuries  has  pointed  to  this  house  as  a  place  where 
treasure  had  been  buried,  and  the  owner,  when  selling  it  a  short  time  since,  expressly 
reserved  the  right  to  any  treasure  which  might  be  found  on  the  premises. 
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pieces  wearing  exactly  the  look  of  the  contemporary  Arab  dinars  and  dirhems, 
but  proving,  on  investigation,  to  present  entirely  different  inscriptions,  besides 
something  exhibiting  a  cross  in  the  centre.  In  the  place  of  Mohammed’s 
eulogy,  they  record  the  Trinity  and  the  Atonement ;  and  the  date  from  “  the 
incarnation  of  our  Lord  the  Messiah,”  instead  of  from  the  flight  of  the 
blessed  prophet  from  Mecca.  The  new  coinage  was  a  success.  In  spite  of 
its  open  avowal  of  Christian  doctrines,  it  passed  current  among  the  Moslems, 
while  it  relieved  the  burdened  consciences  of  the  Crusaders,  and  soothed  the 
scruples  of  the  pope.  By  the  favorable  exertions  of  St.  Louis  and  Innocent, 
the  reformed  sarracenate  besant  enjoyed  a  great  commercial  reputation,  and 
long  continued  to  be  a  generally  accepted  medium  of  exchange  in  Syria. 


SATIRICAL  MEDALS. 

In  an  old  book  by  Peter  Seguin,  of  Paris,  printed  in  i665,  and  entitled 
Selecta  Nvmismata  Antiqva  ex  Museo  Petri  Segvini,  S.  Germani  Avtissio- 
dorensis  Paris,  Decani,  &c.,  p.  13,  is  an  engraving  of  one  of  the  pieces  alluded 
to  in  the  last  number  of  the  Journal ,  with  legend  Qui  ludit ,  &c.,  as  follows  : 
Obv.  Youthful  female  bust  to  observer’s  right,  her  hair  tied  in  a  knot  on  the 
back  of  her  head  :  on  the  left  c  and  on  the  right  s.  Reverse,  Inscription 
qvi  lvdit  |  arram  |  det  qvod  |  satis  est  in  four  lines.  Two  tali — the  bones 
used  in  playing — between  the  first  two,  and  two  more  between  the  last  two 
lines.  Size  14,  American  scale.  These  tali  were  used  sometimes,  it  is 
believed,  as  children  now  use  stones,  in  the  game  of  jackstones,  and  some¬ 
times  perhaps  as  shells  are  used,  in  playing  “  props.” 

Seguin  considers  the  youthful  head  on  this  piece,  which  was  bronze, 
(aereo  nummo)  to  resemble  one  which  “  Fulvius  Ursinus  has  shown  in  the 
Plaetorian  family,  under  the  name  of  Sons,”  and  the  letters  C.  S.  he  thinks, 
mean  Casum  and  Sortem,  and  not,  as  some  have  suggested,  Senatus  Consultum. 
He  quotes  Cicero,  De  Divinitate ,  to  show  that  these  words  are  used  by  him 
as  equivalent  in  meaning  to  Fortuna  :  that  is,  they  signify  very  much  the  same 
as  luck  and  chance  in  English  ;  and  in  the  passage  cited  there  is  a  distinct 
reference  to  play  with  these  bones.  He  seems  to  think  Arra  is  the  name  of 
the  game,  and  that  the  players  in  beginning  it,  were  obliged  to  show  a  fixed 
sum  of  money  which  they  were  not  allowed  to  take  till  the  game  was  con¬ 
cluded,  and  that  the  piece  itself  was  probably  used  very  much  as  counters  or 
“  chips  ”  now  are.  m. 


WHAT  BECOMES  OF  ALL  THE  PATTERN  COINS. 

The  law  provides  that  specimens  of  all  “  patterns  ”  struck  at  the  Mint, — 
i.  e.  coins  struck  from  dies  different  from  those  in  use,  as  patterns  for  proposed 
new  issues — should  be  presented  to  the  various  numismatic  societies  ;  but  the 
Mint  officials  have  always  refused  to  execute  it.  The  patterns,  for  example, 
of  this  year,  were  all  distributed  amongst  members  of  Congress  and  friends  of 
Mint  officials,  and  were  refused  to  societies,  although  seasonable  application 
was  made  in  at  least  one  instance.  This  whole  business  of  Mint  patterns  has 
been  very  singularly  managed,  and,  to  some  extent,  is  so  still.  It  has  been 
estimated  that  in  1859  and  i860  fifty  thousand  dollars’  worth  of  patterns  were 
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struck  and  disposed  of  at  the  Mint,  without  any  benefit  to  the  Government  at 
whose  expense  they  were  coined.  Copies  were  not  even  put  into  the  Govern¬ 
ment  collection  of  its  own  coins,  which  is  inferior,  (except  in  Washingtons)  to 
the  most  ordinary  collections,  while  the  officials,  in  whose  charge  it  is,  take  no 
pains  to  fill  its  numerous  gaps.  During  Mr.  Lincoln’s  administration  these 
abuses  stopped,  but  of  late  years  they  have  begun  again.  For  example, 
numerous  pattern  dollars,  struck  between  1869  and  1874,  have  since  then 
turned  up  and  passed  into  the  hands  of  collectors,  none  of  which  appear  in 
the  Government  collection  or  were  distributed  in  a  lawful  manner  to  numis¬ 
matic  societies,  while  favored  individuals  collected  at  a  trifling  expense  sets 
which  sold  at  large  sums.  Over  $100  apiece  have  been  paid  for  some  of  these 
mysterious  pieces.  We  notice  in  a  late  catalogue  a  medal  described  as  a 
rarity  which  will  no  doubt  bring  a  good  price.  The  dies  for  it  were  made 
within  two  years  at  the  Government  Mint,  by  the  Mint  workmen,  with  the 
Mint  machine,  but  none  of  the  medals  are  in  the  Government  collection,  (or 
were  a  short  time  ago,)  and  none  have  appeared  in  the  Mint  sale-list  or  for 
distribution  to  numismatic  societies.  All  this  seems  to  show  that  laws  for  the 
distribution  of  Government  favors  are  one  thing,  and  their  enforcement  quite 
another. — New  York  Nation. 


SALT  CAKES  AS  CURRENT  COINS. 

The  step  from  precious  metals  to  salt  may  seem,  at  first  sight,  a  long  one, 
but  in  parts  of  Yun-nan,  salt  cakes  are  as  much  current  coins  as  are  copper 
cash  in  the  rest  of  the  empire.  Marco  Polo  tells  us  that  in  his  day  “  Their 
(the  natives’)  small  change  again  was  made  up  in  this  way.  They  have  salt 
which  they  boil  and  set  in  a  mold,  (flat  below  and  round  above,)  and  every 
piece  from  the  mold  weighs  about  half  a  pound.  Now,  eighty  molds  of  this 
salt  are  worth  one  saggio  of  fine  gold,  which  is  a  weight  so-called.  So  this 
salt  serves  them  for  small  change.”  This  statement,  though  vaguely  put,  is  as 
accurately  true  now  as  it  was  then,  with  the  exception  that  the  molds  of  the 
present  day  weigh  one  hundred  and  thirteen  pounds  instead  of  half  a  pound. 

The  salt,  in  the  first  place,  is  drawn  from  the  brine  wells,  and  condensed 
in  pans  of  the  shape  described  by  Marco  Polo.  Each  cake  is  stamped  with 
the  government  seal,  and  then  either  finds  its  way  to  the  consumer,  or  for  a 
time  passes  into  circulation  among  the  hill  tribes  and  the  Chinese  in  their 
neighborhood.  Most  of  the  wells  are  in  the  southern  portion  of  the  province, 
and  it  is  only  quite  lately  that  silver  has  begun  to  take  the  place  of  salt  in 
mercantile  transactions  in  cities  situated  in  the  neighborhood  of  Poo-urhtoo 
and  Scumaou. 

The  hill  tribes  attach  great  value  to  salt,  and  the  chief  aim  of  their 
constant  raids  on  Chinese  villages  is  to  steal  it.  The  Chinese  in  their  turn 
use  it  as  an  instrument  with  which  to  plunder  the  hill  tribes,  who  willingly 
exchange  the  commodities  at  their  command,  such  as  gold,  musk  and  skins, 
at  ruinous  rates  for  the  coveted  necessity.  It  is  almost  needless  to  say  that 
being  thus  valuable,  salt  does  not  escape  the  notice  of  the  mandarins,  apart 
from  the  imperial  tax  upon  it  ;  but,  as  it  is  comparatively  cheap,  the  official 
difficulties  it  has  to  struggle  against  in  its  production  are  not  so  great  as  those 
which  surround  the  various  processes  connected  with  gold,  silver  and  copper. 
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Russian  Platinum  •  Coins.  -  In  the  last  number  of  the  Journal,  in  the  article  on .Platinum 
Coins  fo  20  1  is  a  query  as  to  the  shields  on  the  Russian  eagles  wings,  &c.,  borne  on  the  Rouble 
described.  In  “  Heraldry  in  History,  Poetry  and  Romance,”  (London  Chapman  &  Hall  1858  ) 
by  Ellen  J.  Millington,  the  six  shields  on  the  wings  of  the  Russian  Eagle,  are  said  to  be  ‘  the 
Arms  of  six  great  Russian  States,  -  Kiev,  Novgorod  .Astracan,  Siberia  Kazan,  and  Vladimir. 
This  answers  the  question  of  your  correspondent  R  S  as  to  what  the  shields  are  :  but  the  writer 
named  above  does  not  blazon  them.  The  arms  of  Moscow,  as  displayed  on  the  Eagle  s  breast, 
the  author  named  gives  as  “a  S.  George’s  Cross. ”  An  article  in  the  January 
Collectors  Journal  mentions  a  piece  called  the  Imperial ,  struck  by  the  Empress  Elizabeth  in  1755  , 
on  it  are  ‘‘a  crown  above  a  marten,  the  arms  of  Siberia.  Ihe  arms  of  Astracan,  on  the , same 
oiece  are  given  as  “two  arrows  saltire,  surrounded  by  a  crown,  with  two  lion  supporters.  By 
this  it  will  be  seen  that  the  description  of  the  arms  of  Siberia  and  Astracan  differs  from  that  given 
by  your  correspondent.  In  1831,  says  the  same  magazine,  “The  form  of  the  eagle  was  changed 
and  it  shows  on  its  uplifted  wings  the  six  shields  of  Kazan,  Astracan,  Siberia,  Poland,  launs  and 
Finland (half  imperial.)  I  also  find  the  same  shields  mentioned  as  being  on  a  rouble  struck 
in  1831,  except  that  in  naming  them  the  two  last  are  transposed.  I  think  the  eagle  now  bears 
eight  shields  on  its  wings. 

The  Messaeer  du  Midi  states  that  a  small  leaden  bowl,  filled  with  gold  and  silver  coins,  dating 
back  to  the  time  of  Nero,  Claudius  and  Vespasian,  has  just  been  found  at  Aurons,  near  Aix.  Several  are 
said  to  belong  to  a  more  ancient  period  of  Roman  history. 


EDITORIAL. 

The  statement  that  the  dies,  hubs,  &c. ,  of  U.  S.  Coins,  advertised  for  sale  with  the  Mickley 
Collection,  were  seized  by  the  United  States  authorities,  has  given  rise  to  a  great  deal  of  comment. 
We  have  received  from  a  gentleman  in  Philadelphia  the  following  account  of  the  affair. 

A  few  days  previous  to  the  sale,  the  United  States  authorities  claimed  the  above  viz  :  Some 
20  obverse  and  reverse  dies  of  the  U.  S.  Coinage,  mostly  in  a  damaged  and  corroded  condition 
the  same  having  been  condemned  by  the  Mint  authorities  above  “  half  a  century  ago,  and 
as  tradition  says  was  the  custom  in  those  days,  “  sold  for  old  iron.  Since  then  we  have  grown 
more  artful,  and  it  has  been  deemed  politic  under  existing  laws  that  the  whole  multitude  of 
dated  dies  should  be  annually  destroyed  in  the  presence  of  three  designated  officers  of  the  Mint. 
In  the  above  described  lots  in  the  catalogue,  there  was  not  a  complete  pair  of  obverse  and  reverse 
dies  Even  the  obverse  die  of  the  half-cent  of  18 1 1  was  muled  with  the  reverse  die  of  a  different 
year  We  cannot  conceive  bv  what  authority  the  government,  after  making  sale  of  its  refuse 
material  ”  could  seize  upon  the  same  property  without  tendering  some  compensation.  I  here  is 
scarcely ’a  numismatist  in  the  United  States,  but  who  is  aware  of  the  existence  and  whereabouts  of 
similar  dies,  and  who  is  also  aware  of  the  many  “  re-strikes,  -known  to  be  such  —  being  made  from 
the  dies  say  of  the  1804  cent,  the  1811  half-cent,  and  of  the  1823  cent,  outside  of  the  Mint.  _ 

Philadelphia ,  December,  1878.  “  Loulton. 

From  what  we  have  seen  in  the  public  prints  in  reference  to  this  matter,  we  infer  that 
the  government  authorities  were  somewhat  hasty  in  their  action,  and  claimed  the  property  without 
first  satisfying  themselves  as  to  the  ownership.  No  one  would  for  a  moment  suspect  Mr.  Mickley 
of  any  wrong  doing  in  the  matter.  The  affair  was  settled,  we  believe,  by  a  payment  to  the 
family  of  the  estimated  valus  of  the  dies,  which  were  then  presented  to  the  Mint,  and  subse¬ 
quently  destroyed.  _ _ _ _ 


CURRENCY. 

A  hard-money  enthusiast  says,  he  never  met  a  woman  in  his  life  that  seemed  to  know  anything 
about  coins.  He  never  Numismatics ! 

A  rustic  youth  of  numismatic  mind. 

While,  buying  “brummies”  to  increase  his  lot, 

Was  asked  if  new  or  rare  ones  he  did  find.— 

Replied,  with  knowing  wink,  that  “some”  he’d  got. 

“  Mister.”  in  confidential  tones  said  he, 

“  The  luck  I’ve  had  is  such  one  rarely  finds  : 
live  one  Varmount,  one  Novy  Cesaree, 

And  of  Connecticuts  I’ve  got  both  kinds." 


c.  c. 


Vsl  HH 


172  AMERICAN  JOURNAL  OF  NUMISMATICS. 

THE  STATUS  OF  PATTERN  PIECES. 

The  seizure  of  a  number  of  Pattern  Pieces  by  officers  of  the  United  States  in  March  last, 
has  caused  considerable  anxiety  among  the  collectors  of  these  interesting  pieces.  Inasmuch 
as  the  latest  date  on  the  patterns  which  the  authorities  claim  were  the  property  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  was  1883,  while  the  earliest  law  forbidding  the  sale  of  these  experimental  issues  was  not 
enacted  until  1887,  the  Journal  has  made  no  reference  to  the  matter,  believing  that  the  officials 
of  the  Treasury  Department,  after  an  examination,  would  find  that  their  action  had  been  taken 
without  a  full  knowledge  of  the  case,  and  would  order  them  to  be  returned.  Up  to  the  present 
time,  so  far  as  we  are  informed,  this  has  not  been  done,  and  an  action  against  Mr.  J.  W. 
Haseltine,  who  sold  the  patterns,  is  we  believe  still  pending. 

The  history  of  the  case,  according  to  current  reports,  is  briefly  this :  —  In  February, 
1910,  a  parcel  of  Pattern  pieces  was  sent  by  Mr.  Haseltine,  of  Philadelphia,  to  Mr.  James  H. 
Manning,  of  Albany,  N.  Y.,  on  approval.  Before  buying,  he  inquired  of  the  Director  of  the 
Mint  whether  these  were  private  property,  and  could  be  lawfully  purchased.  Mr.  Haseltine  is 
said  to  have  a  letter  from  the  Director  written  in  reply  to  Mr.  Manning,  in  which  it  is  claimed 
that  these  Patterns  were  still  the  property  of  the  Government;  whereupon  Mr.  Manning 
returned  the  pieces  to  Mr.  Haseltine,  and  on  March  24,  the  day  they  were  delivered,  they 
were  seized  by  the  Federal  detectives.  This  is  substantially  the  account  of  the  affair  as  given 
in  the  “  Public  Ledger  ”  of  Philadelphia. 

At  the  recent  annual  convention  of  the  American  Numismatic  Association,  a  Resolution 
was  offered  and  passed,  expressing  the  hope  that  the  Government,  on  a  reconsideration  of  the 
case,  would  order  their  return.  This  Resolution  is  printed  on  another  page  of  the  Journal.  In 
support  of  this  Resolution,  Mr.  Adams  addressed  the  Association,  and  his  remarks  are  given 
below.  The  questions  at  issue  are  of  more  than  ordinary  importance  to  collectors,  for  it  is  well 
known  that  these  experimental  pieces  are  among  the  most  eagerly  sought  of  all  the  issues  of  the 
Mint.  When  we  remember  that  their  sale  was  permitted  previously  to  the  law  of  1887  without 
objection  or  interference  on  the  part  of  the  Government,  it  is  difficult  to  see  on  what  grounds 
the  authorities  can  base  a  claim  to  ownership  of  pieces  struck  twenty-seven  years  ago ;  it  is  also 
a  well  known  fact  that  Pattern  pieces  have  repeatedly  been  publicly  sold  in  auctions  of  coins 
for  many  years,  since  the  enactment  of  the  statute  cited,  also  without  objection.  It  is  evident 
that  the  sale  was  an  established  business,  conducted  under  the  auspices  of  the  Mint,  with  prices 
fixed  by  its  authorities.  But  not  all  the  Patterns  came  directly  from  the  Mint.  The  late  Dr.  Wood¬ 
ward,  who  frequently  offered  them  in  his  sales,  used  to  say  that  the  Congressional  Committees 
on  Coinage  were  responsible  for  the  appearance  of  quite  a  number  of  such  pieces  in  the  auction 
room  or  in  the  hands  of  collectors,  and  Mr.  Adams  confirms  this.  However  this  may  be,  the 
grounds  on  which  the  Government  will  attempt  to  defend  its  recent  action,  and  the  result,  will 
be  looked  for  by  collectors  of  the  Mint  series  with  more  than  usual  interest. 

The  case  of  Mr.  Haseltine  is  the  case  of  all  numismatists,  for  this  action  by  the 
Government  authorities  places  in  jeopardy  their  title  to  the  possession  of  Pattern  pieces 
representing  a  purchasing  price  of  many  thousand  dollars,  not  to  speak  of  the  time  and 
care  taken  in  bringing  them  together.  Even  the  title  to  the  Pattern  pieces  now  in  the 
cabinets  of  this,  our  oldest  and  greatest  society,  is  questioned  by  this  action. 

It  is  felt  by  those  who  have  made  a  study  of  the  Pattern  series  of  the  United  States 
that  if  the  Government  authorities  had  been  fully  aware  of  the  nature  of  these  pieces, 
the  manner  of  their  issue,  and  the  fact  that  some  of  them  had  been  sold  at  the  Mint 
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itself  directly  to  collectors,  their  seizure  would  never  have  been  made.  For  many  years 
certain  collectors  have  paid  especial  attention  to  the  gathering  of  pattern  and  experi¬ 
mental  pieces,  and  have  bought  them  at  open  sales,  which  have  been  widely  advertised 
and  conducted  in  such  a  way  that  no  one  could  possibly  conceive  that  there  was  any¬ 
thing  illegal  in  the  buying  or  keeping  of  such  pieces. 

Pattern  pieces  embrace  the  most  interesting  of  all  the  United  States  Mint  issues, 
for  they  show  not  only  the  numerous  adopted  forms  of  the  United  States  coinage,  but 
also  the  many  projected  coinages,  which  for  one  reason  or  another  were  not  adopted. 
These  pieces  range  from  the  first  patterns  considered  by  the  United  States  —  the  curi¬ 
ous  Mark,  Quint,  and  Cent  of  Robert  Morris,  the  financier  of  the  American  Revolution, 
dated  1783,  and  representing  peculiar  values,  to  the  first  of  the  half-dimes,  dated  1792, 
or  “disme,”  as  it  is  called,  bearing  on  one  side  a  portrait  said  to  have  been  modeled  after 
Martha  Washington,  and  made  from  the  private  plate  of  George  Washington,  and  dis¬ 
tributed  by  the  Father  of  His  Country  to  his  friends  and  colleagues,  thus  being  the  first 
United  States  official  to  give  Pattern  pieces  a  standing ;  and  on  to  the  curious  cents  of 
1792,  of  various  designs,  submitted  to  those  who  had  under  consideration  the  first  cent 
to  be  struck  at  the  newly  opened  Mint  at  Philadelphia,  when  the  coinage  of  the  first 
minor  coins  was  contemplated  by  our  forefathers.  All  of  these  coins,  strictly  of  the  Pat¬ 
tern  variety,  are  now  held  in  high  esteem  by  our  collectors,  through  whose  devotion  to 
the  series  these  curious  examples  have  been  preserved  to  us ;  then  also  the  copper 
trial  pieces  of  the  first  United  States  dollars  of  1794,  one  showing  the  portrait  of 
“  Liberty  ”  surrounded  by  thirteen  stars,  the  other  design  omitting  them.  And  then 
from  that  period  down  through  all  the  years  to  the  time  when  in  1887  or  1888  a  law  was 
passed  which  made  it  a  misdemeanor  to  possess  a  Pattern  piece  of  this  country  bearing  a 
date  subsequent  to  that  year. 

Collectors  in  their  desire  to  own  certain  rare  Pattern  pieces  have  competed  for 
them  at  the  various  sales  until  their  enormous  fictitious  value  has  become  widely  known 
and  has  attracted  much  attention,  and  induced  much  adverse  criticism  by  those  who  have 
not  been  acquainted  with  the  facts  concerning  their  production  —  who  ask  why  it  is  that 
such  extremely  valuable  coins  have  been  permitted  to  escape  from  the  Mint,  without 
benefit  to  the  Government.  We  will  take  the  most  recent  of  these  instances  as  an 
example  —  the  1884  Trade  dollar. 

A  year  or  so  ago  a  number  of  1884  Trade  dollars  were  offered  at  private  sale 
by  a  collector  and  brought  very  large  premiums.  The  existence  of  the  1884  Trade 
dollar  had  been  suspected  by  numismatists ;  but  few,  if  any,  collectors  had  actually  seen 
a  specimen  up  to  last  year.  When  the  fact  was  clearly  established  that  such  coins  did 
exist,  and  that  they  were  in  the  possession  of  collectors,  a  good  deal  of  criticism  was  en¬ 
gendered,  and  even  the  Mint  came  in  for  adverse  comment  regarding  its  so-called  mis¬ 
management. 

Now  all  this  criticism  was  based  on  ignorance  of  the  facts,  and  if  the  persons  who 
were  responsible  for  it  had  referred  to  the  report  of  the  Director  of  the  Mint  for  1886 
they  would  have  found  that  the  official  report,  printed  and  published  for  the  use  of  any¬ 
one  who  desired  a  copy,  showed  that  exactly  264  Trade  dollars  were  struck  in  the  year 
1884.  The  sale  of  pieces  not  only  was  not  prohibited  by  the  Superintendents  and 
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Directors  of  -  the  Mint,  but  was  actually  encouraged.  Correspondence  can  be  shown  be¬ 
tween  the  Mint  authorities  and  The.  American  Numismatic  Society  in  regard  to  devising 
the  most  advantageous  plan  for  the  disposal  of  Pattern  pieces  to  individuals  and  societies, 
the  result  of  which  was  that  the  Mint,  under  Dr.  Linderman,  sold  such  pieces  to  anyone 
who  applied  for  them  at  a  minimum  price  of  $3,  even  for  those  struck  in  base  metals. 

We  will  take  the  goloid  metric  patterns,  dated  1879  and  1880.  These  pieces 
were  ordered  to  be  struck  by  the  Congressional  Coinage  Committee,  and  any  Congress¬ 
man  was  entitled  to  a  set  at  the  cost  price  at  the  Mint,  approximately  $6.50.  To-day  a 
proof  1879  gold  Stella  alone  commands  a  premium  of  $100,  and  some  of  the  rarer  varie. 
ties  are  worth  —  to  the  collector  —  from  $500  up.  It  is  the  collector’s  desire  to  own 
these  pieces  that  gives  them  value,  and  nothing  else.  The  pieces  are  strictly  experimen¬ 
tal,  made  at  the  Mint  to  exploit  a  patented  composition  of  gold,  silver  and  copper,  with 
weights  and  measurements  based  on  the  metric  system,  and  issued  under  incontestable 
authority. 

The  Mint  authorities  were  concerned  only  with  the  bullion  value  of  these  pieces, 
the  bullion  account  being  of  vital  importance,  and  even  the  Director  of  the  Mint  was 
compelled  to  pay  the  most  trivial  sum  for  Pattern  pieces  to  be  used  for  Governmental 
purposes,  and  this  can  be  substantiated  by  a  recorded  charge  of  70  cents  against  a  Direc¬ 
tor  of  the  Mint  by  the  Coiner  for  the  bullion  value  of  a  goloid  dollar  furnished  by  the 
Coiner  to  be  used  by  the  Director  to  show  the  Congressional  Coinage  Committee  the 
style  of  the  proposed  coinage. 

The  Secretary  of  the  United  States  Treasury  at  times  has  ordered  sets  of  trial  and 
experimental  pieces  to  be  used  for  various  purposes.  On  October  22,  1863,  a  set  of  ex¬ 
perimental  pieces  dated  1862  and  1863  was  ordered  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to 
be  given  to  Hon.  George  Opdyke,  then  Mayor  of  New  York,  which  embraced  half  and 
quarter  dollars  in  silver,  and  the  series  of  gold  coins  struck  in  copper,  all  bearing  the 
legend  “  In  God  We  Trust,”  which  was  not  adopted  on  the  gold  coins  until  1866. 

On  December  28,  1877,  the  Acting  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  authorized  the  pro¬ 
duction  of  the  goloid  series  of  pieces  for  the  Congressional  Coinage  Committee,  the  value 
of  the  pieces  to  be  reimbursed  to  the  Mint. 

On  May  13,  1868,  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  authorized  the  striking  at  the 
Mint  of  four  sets  of  the  coinage  of  the  United  States,  embracing  all  denominations  from 
one  cent  to  $20,  in  aluminum,  the  Secretary  bearing  only  the  expense  of  the  material. 

It  will  thus  be  seen  that  there  is  no  lack  of  instances  to  show  that  the  making  and 
issue  from  the  Mint  of  Pattern  and  experimental  and  trial  pieces  in  the  regular  and  other 
metals  was  not  an  unusual  thing,  and  was  openly  countenanced  by  the  highest  officials 
in  the  Treasury  Department. 

The  question  of  the  right  of  collectors  to  hold  Pattern  coins  was  raised  at  the  sale 
of  Dr.  Linderman’s  collection  in  1887,  and  the  disposal  of  these  pieces  was  temporarily 
stopped  by  the  Government  authorities.  In  1888  the  sale  was  permitted  to  proceed, 
with  the  omission  of  several  unimportant  lots.  The  fact  that  the  matter  of  Pattern 
pieces  had  come  to  the  attention  of  the  Government,  and  had  been  passed  upon,  was 
regarded  by  collectors  as  giving  proper  title  to  the  possession  of  all  such  pieces  as 
were  disposed  of  at  that  time,  and  this  encouraged  collectors  to  renew  their  interest  in 
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the  series,  which  has  met  no  opposition  from  the  Government  from  that  day  to  this, 
although  scores  of  sales  have  been  held  and  Pattern  pieces  have  been  exploited  and  illus¬ 
trated  in  the  most  striking  manner. 

If  it  were  not  for  the  interest  taken'  by  the  collectors  in  the  series  there  would 
not  be  preserved  to-day  a  complete  record  of  all  the  projected  coinages  of  this  country, 
which  are  not  only  interesting  from  historical  association,  but  are  extremely  valuable 
for  reference  as  a  metallic  record  of  the  coin  issues  of  the  United  States. 

It  is  to  be  hoped  that  the  Government  authorities  will  not  only  recognize  the  right 
of  collectors  to  possess  Pattern  pieces  of  all  dates  subsequent  to  1908,  but  that  it  will 
take  steps  to  secure  them  in  possession  of  the  pieces  which  they  have  bought  in  good 
faith  and  with  entire  innocence  of  any  intention  to  possess  property  illegally,  but  actuated 
solely  by  a  desire  to  own  a  metallic  record  of  the  National  Coinage,  and  that  it  will  also 
provide  means  by  which  collectors  may  in  the  future  acquire  at  reasonable  expense 
further  additions  to  their  pattern  series,  and  that  specimens  of  all  future  Patterns  will 
be  placed  on  sale  at  the  Mint  together  with  the  proof  sets,  and  to  be  governed  by 
similar  regulations. 


CENTENNIAL  MEDAL  OF  THE  SOCIETA  DI  MINERVA  OF  TRIESTE. 

By  the  thoughtful  courtesy  of  Conte  Francesco  Sordina,  of  Trieste,  Austria,  The 
American  Numismatic  Society’s  cabinet  has  received  the  gift  of  a  proof  impression  in 
bronze  of  the  Centennial  Medal  of  the  Societa  di  Minerva  of  that  city,  an  engraving  of 
which  appears  in  this  issue  of  the  Journal.  (Plate  21.)  In  the  words  of  the  donor, 
this  medal  is  “  a  token  of  the  sympathy  which  exists  between  Italy  and  the  Great 
Republic.”  The  Minerva  Society  was  founded  on  New-Year’s  Day,  1810,  by  the 
eminent  scholar  and  historian  Domenico  Rossetti,  and  its  aim  has  been  to  unite  the 
learned  societies  of  Trieste  in  an  endeavor  to  maintain  and  uphold  the  best  traditions  of 
the  literary  and  scientific  culture  of  the  Italian  people.  The  dies  of  this  fine  medal  were 
engraved  by  Stefano  Johnson,  of  Milan,  after  designs  by  Cavaliere  Giovanni  Marin,  of 
Trieste,  a  well-known  sculptor  of  that  city. 

The  obverse  has  a  draped  figure  of  Minerva  seated  at  the  left  and  holding  a  sprig 
of  olive  in  her  right  hand ;  on  a  panel  of  her  sedilla  is  a  group  of  artisans  at  work,  partly 
concealed  by  a  palm-branch ;  advancing  from  the  right  is  the  Emperor  Napoleon,  in 
uniform,  who  offers  her  a  scroll  inscribed  statuto  |  delia  |  societa  |  di  |  minerva  | 
Trieste.  Behind  him,  at  the  right,  is  a  group  of  three  of  his  Generals,  Murat,  Bes- 
sieres,  Duke  of  Istria,  and  Duroc,  Duke  of  Friuli,  typifying  Provinces  endeared  to  the 
citizens  of  Trieste  by  many  ties  of  kinship  and  language.  In  the  background,  between 
the  figures  and  the  goddess,  rises  the  famous  Villa  Murat,  where  the  widow  of  the  King 
of  Naples  resided  until  1827,  and  where  her  sister  Eliza  Bacciochi  died  in  1820.  In  the 
exergue  is  the  date  *  mdcccx  *  with  the  name  of  the  engraver  near  the  edge  on 
the  left  and  that  of  the  designer  at  the  right,  in  very  small  letters. 

Reverse,  Within  a  close  wreath  of  laurel  is  the  inscription  in  ten  lines  :  alia  | 

SOCIETA  DI  MINERVA  |  NATA  REGNANTE  NAPOLEONE  |  DA  UN  SECOLO  |  BENEMERITA  | 
DELLE  SCIENZE  E  DELLE  LETTERE  I  ITALIANE  |  OFFRONO  I  CITTADINI  |  TRIESTE  [  - 
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(Piece,  listed  as  A-W  140,  141,  142  are  die  trials.  See  appendix  A.) 
dSriptl  rfT-W  171*)  P'eCe  liS'ed  “  A-W  m  Th“  «•  P-bably  a  mis- 

1854 

n,W?CS  S'  f00*1]1-’  the,  MeIter  and  Assayer,  suggested  to  Mr.  Snowden  the 
Director  of  the  Mint,  that  cents  could  be  made  out  of  German  silver  in  a  size 

mittW1  t<He  dlfie  and  the  9uarter  and  a  little  thicker  than  a  dime  In  sub¬ 
mitting  pieces  for  examination  on  January  17  1854  he  rennrtoH  m 
were  prepared  solely  to  show  the  sii  andV charier  ofTe metal ^  not  the 

dl  1  WaS  1?repared  by  a  c°pyins  lathe  from  a  silver 
aoiiar  obverse.  This  fact  explains  the  concentric  lines  blurring  the  design  of 

the  date.  ^  dlSt°rtl°n  °f  the  Stars  and  the  incompleteness  of  the  numerals  in 

thm^ronn’  18M’  *£*'  Sr\owdfn  ProPosed  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
that  the  copper  coins  be  reduced  in  weight.  He  had  concluded  that  it  was  the 

?ircu7ameTheStbm|k  ^  ^ “T  a"d  n0t  their  intrinsic  value  that  made  them 
hindr^ce  to  ,het  user'S  s  "“‘"'“"‘"S  *eir  intrinsic  value  was  a 

Mr.  Snowden  therefore  directed  the  preparation  of  a  cent  weighing  100 
Snf(?2CSPer’  and  °ne  °f  96  grains  in  French  bronze;  copper  95%  tin  4%° 
flvini?'  iThCS5  WCre  Stmck  U.Smg  .two  obverse  dies,  the  Liberty  head  and  the 
ea&le>  and  two  reverse  dies  with  different  wreaths 
Mr  Booth  reported  that  in  an  attempt  to  prevent  the  bronze  nieces  from 

ide"  ReSn^r  Un  Was  ,added  and  this  gave  the  pieces  a  golden  color,  “Oro¬ 
ide.  Restnkes  were  made,  some  with  damaged  dies. 

HALF  CENT.  Regular  dies  trial  piece. 

155.  Copper-nickel  —  P.E.  (A-W  192)  R.8. 


CENT •  Experimenta1  piece.  Obv.  Liberty  seated,  thirteen  stars,  1854.  Rev. 
CENT  in  a  thick  wreath  of  oak  with  acorns. 

H9)  RVi,Ver  (4°%  niCkd’  4°%  C°Pper’  2°%  zinc0  -  R  E.  (A-W 

}S-  STfa£Ver  (30%  nickel,  60%  copper,  10%  zinc.)  — R.E.  R  6 
58.  Nickel  40%,  copper  60% -R.E.  R.6.  (A-W  146)  $35.00.  '' 

159‘  Copper- P.E.  (A-W  148)  R.8.  (Most  of  the  plain  edge  copper 

thafiW  eleCtro;yPest  made  at  the  Mint  by  Du  Bois  in  such  a  way 
that  they  have  a  clear  ring  when  struck. )  $30.00.  Y 

(There  is  no  record  of  the  pieces  listed  as  A-W  145  or  A-W  147.) 

&  Brch!\1854'  The  Nati‘"'al  Archives.  Washington,  D.  C. 

^No.  114,  Letters,  Mint  &  Branches,  1854. 

3No.  171,  Letters,  Mint  &  Branches,  1854. 
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1854  (Cont.) 


CENT.  Obv.  Head  of  Liberty  wearing  a  diadem  inscribed  LI 
hair  is  knotted  at  the  back  and  tied  with  a  rope  of  pearls.  F 
by  Franklin  Peale.  ONE  CENT  in  a  small  laurel  wreath 
160.  Copper  — P.E.  (A-W  186)  R.4.  Weight  100  grains.  $2 

161  $22  5(^  —  P  E  (A  W  187^  R'5'  Wdght  96  grains'  Rl 
162.  Oroide  — P.E.  (A-W  188)  R.7.  $30.00. 


CENT.  Obv.  Eagle  flying  left  surrounded  by  thirteen  stars.  Rev. 
m  a  small  laurel  wreath. 

163.  Copper— P.E.  (A-W  189)  R.4.  Weight  100  grains.  $ 
164'  ~ P  E'  (A‘W  190)  R-5’  WeiSht  96  grains.  Rt 

tpjU.UU. 


CENT.  Obv.  Eagle  flying  left  surrounded  by  thirteen  stars.  Rev.  ■ 
in  a  large  laurel  wreath. 

165.  Copper-  P.E.  (A-W  191)  R.8.  One  in  The  Smithsoniai 
another  in  Massachusetts  Historical  Society.  A  third  reported. 

HALF  DIME.  Regular  dies  trial  piece. 

166.  Nickel— P.E.  (A-W  185)  R.7.  , 

(The  pieces  listed  as  A-W  181  to  184' inclusive,  have  been  found  tc 
teits.) 


43 


UNITED  STATES  PATTERN,  TRIAL, 


NTT.  Same  as  foregoing.  Copper.  R6. 

NT.  Same  as  foregoing.  Pure  nickel.  R6. 

NT.  Same  as  foregoing.  Copper-nickel.  Reeded  edge, 
lanchet.  R(>. 

NT.  Same  as  foregoing.  White  metal  and  pure  nickel, 
edge.  Thick  planchet.  R6. 

XT.  Same  as  foregoing.  White  metal  and  pure  nickel, 
edge.  Thin  planchet.  R6. 

NT.  Regular  dies  of  the  year.  Pure  nickel.  R12. 

1854. 

[REE  DOLLARS.  Regular  dies.  Copper-nickel.  RIO. 

REE  DOLLARS.  Regular  dies.  Nickel.  RIO. 

FARTER.  EAGLE.  Regular  dies.  Copper.  RIO. 

>LLAR.  (Gold.)  Regular  dies.  Brass.  R13. 

lLF  DIME.  Regular  dies.  Nickel.  Plain  edge.  Thick 
it.  R13. 


]NT.  Liberty  li 

lead.  Small 

wreath. 

Copper. 

R2. 

]NT.  Same  as 

foregoing. 

Bronze. 

R2. 

QNT.  Same  as 

foregoing. 

Oroide. 

R2. 

jJNT.  Flying  eagle.  Small 

wreath. 

Copper. 

R6. 

GNT.  Same  as 

foregoing. 

Bronze. 

R6. 

AND  EXPERIMENTAL  PIECES 


29 


191  ,  ,, 

CENT.  Same  oh.  as  foregoing.  Rev.  large  wreath.  Cop¬ 
per.  RIO. 

192 

HALF  CENT.  Regular  dies.  Copper-nickel.  Unique.  In 
the  collection  of  William  H.  Woodin  of  New  York  City.  R15. 
1855. 

193 

EAGLE.  Regular  dies.  Copper.  R12. 

^  DOLLAR.  (Gold.)  With  sixteen  berries.  Regular  dies. 
Silver.  R14. 

195 


196 

197 


198 

199 


200 


CENT.  Flying  eagle.  Rev.  large  wreath.  Nickel.  R6. 
CENT.  Same  as  foregoing.  Brass.  R13. 

CENT.  Same  as  foregoing.  Copper.  R2. 

'CENT.  Same  as  foregoing.  Dull  steel.  R15. 

CENT.  Same  as  foregoing.  Copper-nickel.  R6. 


CENT.  Same  as  foregoing.  Bronze.  R2. 


me. NT  SCnnp  oh. 


( . — V?uv  small  wreath. 


f 
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NT.  Same  as  foregoing.  Copper.  R6. 

NT.  Same  as  foregoing.  Pure  nickel.  R6. 

NT.  Same  as  foregoing;.  Copper-nickel.  Reeded  edge, 
ilanchet.  R(>. 

NT.  Same  as  foregoing.  White  metal  and  pure  nickel, 
edge.  Thick  planchet.  R6. 

NT.  Same  as  foregoing.  White  metal  and  pure  nickel, 
edge.  Thin  planchet.  R6. 

1NT.  Regular  dies  of  the  year.  Pure  nickel.  R12. 

1854. 

[REE  DOLLARS.  Regular  dies.  Copper-nickel.  RIO. 

IREK  DO!, LARS.  Regular  dies.  Nickel.  RIO. 

TARTER  EAGLE.  Regular  dies.  Copper.  RIO. 

)LLAR.  (Gold.)  Regular  dies.  Brass.  R13. 

YLF  DIME.  Regular  dies.  Nickel.  Plain  edge.  Thick 
?t.  R13. 


GNT.  Liberty  head.  Small 

wreath. 

Copper.  R2. 

ENT.  Same  as 

foregoing. 

Bronze. 

R2. 

SNT.  Same  as 

foregoing. 

Oroide. 

R2. 

GNT.  Flying  e 

agle.  Small 

wreath. 

Copper.  R6. 

GNT.  Same  as 

foregoing. 

Bronze. 

R0. 

AND  EXPERIMENTAL  PIECES 


29 


191 

CENT.  Same  oh.  as  foregoing.  Rev.  large  wreath.  Cop¬ 
per.  RIO. 

192 

the 

193 

194 


HALF  CENT.  Regular  dies.  Copper-nickel.  Unique.  In 
collection  of  William  II.  Woodin  of  New  York  City.  R15. 

1  RSS 


1855. 

EAGLE.  Regular  dies.  Copper.  R12. 


R6. 


DOLLAR.  (Gold.)  With  sixteen  berries.  Regular  dies. 
Silver.  R14. 

195 

196 

197 

198 

199 

200 


CENT.  Flying  eagle.  Rev.  large  wreath.  Nickel. 
CENT.  Same  as  foregoing.  Brass.  R13. 

CENT.  Same  as  foregoing.  Copper.  R2. 

CENT.  Same  as  foregoing.  Dull  steel.  R15. 
CENT.  Same  as  foregoing.  Copper-nickel.  R6. 


rv  "Rvivn  7.P  K  2 . 


position.  R6. 


f 


'»*!>**• 


-d ^uayeited dype  del  f-^attern 

J4Jf.  Cents 


TJERHAPS  the  words  “type  set’’  are  misapplied  to  this  denomination, 
since  the  set  consists  of  a  single  specimen.  This  lone  type  and  variety 
has  only  three  A-W  numbers,  one  of  which  represents  a  unique  specimen, 
and  the  remaining  two  of  which  serve  to  distinguish  an  almost  undetectable 
difference  in  metallic  alloy.  Nevertheless,  sufficient  quantities  were  struck 
to  warrant  inclusion  in  this  series.  Adams  seems  to  be  in  error  in  his  rarity 
luting  of  the  two  reasonably  available  numbers,  216  and  217.  He  gives  each 
number  a  rating  of  “6”  which  indicates  36  to  50  pieces  struck.  It  is  the 

author’s  understanding,  however,  that  a  total  of  forty  pieces  were  struck, 
half  of  which  were  in  each  alloy. 


This  type  could  perhaps  be  called  an  “experimental  piece”  as  well  as  a 
“pattern.”  With  the  exception  of  the  unique  A-W  192  of  1854,  the  pieces 
were  all  struck  in  1856  to  try  out  the  new  copper-nickel  alloy  contemplated 
for  the  famous  “Flying  Eagle  Cents”  of  1856-58.  Regular  half-cent  dies  of 
the  year  were  used.  However  the  edge  of  the  obverse  die  was  left  slightly 
fuller  than  usual,  resulting  in  an  odd,  concave  surface  where  the  edge  and 
the  field  joined.  The  flying  eagle  cents  of  1856  (patterns,  by  the  way)  were 
struck  shortly  afterwards  from  planchets  cut  from  the  same  strips  of  metal 
used  to  furnish  planchets  for  the  A-W  217  half-cent.  It  is  believed  that  the 
unique  A-W  192  was  struck  from  1854  dies  at  the  time  of  striking  the  fly¬ 
ing  eagle  cents,  using  a  left-over  planchet  from  the  previous  1856  half-cent 
pattern  striking.  This,  however,  is  uncertain. 

A  specimen  of  this  type  may  be  secured  under  A-W  numbers  216  or  217. 

APPROXIMATE  COST 

It  is  very  difficult  to  establish  a  price  for  this  type.  The  two  pieces  most 
lecently  sold,  changed  hands  under  circumstances  that  do  not  adequately  re¬ 
flect  a  stable  price.  It  is  believed  that  $25.00  could  be  considered  the  best 
estimate  at  this  time. 


— ^  Sncjqesteel  CJypo  C>et  op pattern 
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flect  a  stable  price.  It  is  believed  that  $25.00  could  be  considered  the  best 
estimate  at  this  time. 
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REPORT  OF  THE  DIRECTOR  OF  THE  MINT. 


MESSAGE 


PRESIDENT  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES, 

TRANSMITTING 


The  report  of  the  Director  of  the  Mint. 


February  9,  1855. — Laid  upon  iho  table,  and  ordered  to  bo  printed. 


To  the  House  of  Representatives : 

I  transmit  herewith  the  report  of  the  Director  of  the  mint,  showing 
the  operations  of  the  mint  and  its  branches  for  the  past  year. 

FRANKLIN  PIERCE. 

Washington,  February  8,  1855. 


Mint  of  the  United  States, 

Philadelphia ,  January  30,  1855. 

Sir:  I  have  the  honor  to  submit  the  following  report,  in  compli¬ 
ance  with  the  first  section  of  the  mint  law,  which  requires  that,  “  in 
the  month  of  January  of  every  year  the  Director  shall  make  report 
to  the  President  of  the  United  States  of  the  operations  of  the  mint, 
and  its  branches,  for  the  year  preceding.” 

There  are  obvious  reasons  in  favor  of  a  change  in  the  law  above 
referred  to,  so  as  to  require  the  report  of  the  Director  to  be  made  ns 
soon  as  convenient  after  the  close  of  the  fiscal  year,  and  that  it  should 
exhibit  the  operations  of  the  mint,  its  branches,  and  the  assay  office, 
during  the  fiscal  instead  of  the  common  year.  I  beg  to  recommend 
this  modification  of  the  law  to  your  favorable  notice. 

The  deposites  received  and  coinage  executed  at  the  principal  mint, 
(Philadelphia,)  during  the  year  1854,  were  as  follows  :  Gold  deposites 
received,  $36,269,388  68 ;  gold  coins  struck,  $20,049,799 ;  fine 
gold  bars,  $17,643,270  58.  Silver  deposites,  including  the  silver 
parted  from  California  gold,  and  the  silver  purchased  pursuant  to  the 
act  of  3d  March,  1853,  $4,480,741  14;  silver  coinage  executed  was, 
$5,373,270  ;  the  copper  coinage,  $42,638  35.  Total  deposites  of 
gold  and  silver  during  the  year,  $40,750,129  82  ;  and  the  total  coin- 
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ago,  including  the  fine  gold  bars,  was  $43,108,977  93  ;  this  coinage 
was  comprised  in  33,919,921  pieces. 

The  deposites  of  gold  received  at  the  branch  mint  at  New  Orleans 
during  the  y<  ar  were  of  the  value  of  $1 ,139,135  43  ;  and  the  deposites 
of  silver,  including  silver  parted  from  the  California  gold,  and  the 
amount  purchased,  were  of  the  value  of  $1,311,703  50.  The  gold 
coinage  amounted  to  $1,274,500;  the  silver  coinage  to  $3,240,000; 
aggregate  deposites  of  gold  and  silver,  $2,450,838  99  ;  total 
coinage  of  gold  and  silver,  $4,520,500,  comprised  in  10,332,750 
pieces.  The  coinage  exceeds  the  deposites  in  consequence  of  this 
branch  having  a  large  amount  of  bullion  remaining  from  the 
deposites  of  the  previous  year  ;  and  this  remark  applies  also,  to  some 
extent,  to  the  mint  and  the  other  branches. 

The  deposites  at  the  branch  mint  at  Dahloncga,  in  gold,  were  of 
the  value  of  $281 ,932  00,  including  silver  parted  therefrom,  of  the 
value  of  $1,700  01.  The  coinage  (gold)  amounted  to  $292,700, 
comprised  in  02,228  pieces. 

The  deposites  of  gold  received  at  the  branch  mint  at  Charlotte, 
were  of  the  value  of  $213,000  21 ;  the  coinage  executed  amounted  to 
$214,652  50,  comprised  in  46,578  pieoes. 

The  last  year  has  been  marked  by  the  establishment  of  an  addi¬ 
tional  branch  mint  and  an  assay  office.  The  former,  at  San  Francisco, 
in  California,  commenced  receiving  deposites  on  the  3d  of  April  last, 
from  which  time  to  the  end  of  the  year  it  lias  received  deposites  to  the 
value  of  $10,404,560.  The  coinage  thereat  during  the  same  period 
amounted  to  the  sum  of  $4,084,207  ;  and  the  manufacture  of  fine 
bars  of  the  value  of  $5,863  10;  and  of  unparted  bars,  prepared, 
assayed,  and  stamped,  to  the  value  of  $5,041,504  05 — making  a  total 
of  $9,731,574  21.  There  were  some  causes  connected  with  the  sup¬ 
ply  of  materials,  particularly  of  the  article  of  parting  acid,  which 
lias  to  be  manufactured  at  San  Francisco,  that  retarded  and  dimin¬ 
ished  the  coinage  operations  of  this  branch  of  the  mint  during  the 
last  year.  Every  effort  has  been  made  to  remove  these  causes,  and  I 
have  reason  to  believe  that  its  operations  will  hereafter  be  greatly 
increased. 

The  assay  office,  at  New  York,  commenced  operations  on  the  10th 
of  October  last.  The  deposites  received  up  to  the  end  of  the  year 
amounted  to  $9,337,200  69,  of  which  amount  $70,307  was  in 
silver,  principally  parted  from  California  gold.  The  amount  of  fine 
bars  prepared,  assayed,  and  stamped  at  that  office,  during  this  period, 
was  $2,888,039  18  ;  and  the  further  sum  of  $1,050,000,  in  fine 
bars,  was  transmitted  from  the  mint  at  Philadelphia,  and  paid  out  at 
that  office  during  the  commencement  of  its  operations.  Of  the  amount 
received,  the  sum  of  $0,302,505  57  was  deposited  for  coins.  This 
last  amount,  pursuant  to  the  11th  section  of  the  assay  office  law,  was 
transferred  to  the  mint  of  the  United  States  for  coinage. 

In  stating  the  aggregate  deposites  of  gold  at  all  the  mints  and  the  as¬ 
say  office,  a  deduction  must  be  made  for  unparted  bars  prepared  at 
San  Fro  "cisco,  and  afterwards  deposited  at  the  mint  and  the  assay 
office  fc_  „oin  or  fine  bars;  and  also  of  the  amount  received  at  New 
York  for  coinage  and  afterwards  transferred  to  the  mint.  Making 
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this  allowance  as  well  as  it  can  be  ascertained  from  the  reports  of  the 
several  institutions,  the  entire  deposites  of  the  year  in  gold  were 
$49,987,222  23  ;  silver  deposites,  including  silver  purchases,  $5,871,- 
759  82  ;  total  gold  and  silver  deposites,  $55,858,982  05.  The  coinage 
for  the  same  period  was  as  follows :  Gold  coins,  including  bars, 
$52,094,595  47;  silver  coins,  $8,619,270  ;  copper  coins,  $42,038  35; 
total  coinage  $00,750,503  82,  comprised  in  44,045,011  pieces. 

The  amount  of  gold  of  domestic  production  received  at  the  several 
mints  and  the  assay  office  during  the  year  was  $49,217,021  ;  of  which 
sum  $48,892,794  was  from  California  ;  the  remaining  part  from  the 
Atlantic  States,  except  a  few  deposites  from  the  Territory  of  New 
Mexico.  There  was  desposited  during  the  year  at  the  principal  mint 
and  the  branch  at  New  Orleans,  gold  from  Australia  to  the  value  of 
$432,000. 

The  silver  contained  in  the  gold  from  California  is  not  included  in 
the  statement  of  the  amount  of  the  gold  deposites  from  that  State.  It 
is  separated  from  the  gold  in  preparing  the  latter  for  coinage,  or  for 
manufacturing  fine  bars.  The  value  of  the  silver  thus  parted  from 
the  gold  during  the  year  was  $328,198  83.  This  does  not  include  the 
amount  of  silver  purchased  for  coinage  pursuant  to  the  act  of  March 
3,  1853.  During  the  last  year  the  sum  purchased  was  $5,494,839  92, 
and  the  silver  coins  issued  amounted  to  $8,019,270.  The  sum  issued 
of  silver  coins  at  the  reduced  standard  weight,  authorized  by  the  act 
before  mentioned,  is  as  follows  :  In  1853,  $8,054,101  ;  in  1854, 
$8,019,270;  making  a  total  of  $17,273,431  of  the  half-dollar  and 
lower  denominations  struck,  distributed,  and  put  into  circulation, 
except  the  sum  of  $584,808  33  in  the  treasury  of  the  mint,  and  ready 
for  distribution  and  circulation. 

In  my  last  report,  1  presented  some  views  showing  the  propriety  of 
the  reduction  in  the  standard  weight  of  the  silver  coinage,  and  the 
beneficial  results  which  had  attended  it.  We  have  continued  to  ex¬ 
perience  such  results,  especially  in  those  more  favored  portions  of  the 
United  States  where  the  circulation  of  small  notes  is  prohibited.  The 
soundness  of  the  apprehension  expressed  in  my  last  report,  that  the 
reduction  in  the  standard  weight  of  the  silver  coins  might  prove  in¬ 
sufficient,  has  been  confirmed  by  the  quoted  value  of  silver  during  the 
past  year  at  London,  the  market  of  which  city  regulates  its  commercial 
value.  We  purchased  silver  at  the  close  of  1853  at  121  cents  per 
standard  ounce,  and  issued  it  at  125  cents,  in  accordance  with  the  law 
before  referred  to  ;  but  as  it  continued  to  appreciate,  we  were  obliged 
to  offer  122}  cents  per  ounce,  in  order  to  obtain  silver  for  coinage. 
Continuing  to  appreciate,  it  attained  its  maximum  in  November  last 
(1854,)  when  it  was  quoted  at  ] 23f  cents  per  ounce.  It  has  since 
fallen  to  about  122-}.  An  appreciation  of  1}  cents  per  ounce  above 
the  quotation  of  November  would  have  rendered  it  fully  equal  in  value 
to  that  of  our  present  issue  ;  and  it  is  highly  probable  that  a  still 
further  appreciation,  however  slight,  would  have  induced  the  exporta¬ 
tion  of  our  new  silver  coin,  and  rendered  a  further  reduction  in  its 
weight  necessary.  Fortunately,  no  such  reduction  is  required  ;  and. 
we  have  reason  to  believe  that  the  standard  weight  as  fixed  by  the  act 
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my  last  report  why  no  great  or  sudden  changes  need  he  apprehended 
in  the  relative  value  of  gold  and  silver  are  well  founded,  the  continued 
influx  of  gold  from  California  and  Australia,  compared  with  the  slight 
changes  in  the  relative  value  of  the  two  metals  during  the  past  year, 
abundantly  proves. 

The  threc-dollar  coin,  authorized  by  the  last  Congress,  was  issued 
from  the  mint  in  May  last ;  since  which  time  there  have  been  struck 
of  this  coin,  in  value,  the  sum  of  $415,854  at  the  principal  mint,  and 
$75,360  at  the  branches.  The  demand  for  it  has  not  been  great, 
owing,  perhaps,  to  the  fact  that  it  does  not  harmonize  with  the  deci¬ 
mal  system,  or  the  division  by  halves  and  quarters,  to  which  the 
people  have  been  so  long  accustomed. 

The  devices  of  the  gold  dollar  have  been  changed,  so  as  to  corre¬ 
spond  with  those  prepared  for  the  threc-dollar  piece,  viz :  on  the 
obverse ,  an  ideal  head,  emblematic  of  America,  enclosed  within  the 
national  legend  ;  and  on  the  reverse ,  a  wreath  composed  of  wheat, 
cotton,  corn,  and  tobacco,  enclosing  the  denomination  and  date  of  the 
coin.  The  size  has  been  increased  one-tenth  of  an  inch,  which  ren¬ 
ders  the  coin  more  easily  handled,  and,  therefore,  more  convenient 
for  circulation.  The  weight  and  standard  value  are,  of  course,  un- 

Ch^tt  of  March  3,  1853,  required  the  three-ccnt  piece  to  be  of 
standard  fineness  GV^ths,)  instead  of  TV*thB,  as  directed  by  the  law' 
which  authorized  their  issue.  The  new  coin  is  distinguished  from  the 
former  by  having  a  sprig  of  laurel  and  a  bundle  of  arrows  on  the 

reverse.  .  . 

The  coinage  charge  of  the  half  of  one  per  cent.,  authorized  by  the 


act  of  February  21,°1853,  is  as  follows:  .  ,  oro  on 

Mint  at  Philadelphia .  $^-,8o3  o2 

Branch  mint  at  New  Orleans .  ™ 

Branch  mint  at  Dahloncga .  i  op 

Branch  mint  at  Charlotte .  on  i  ji  no 

Branch  mint  at  San  Francisco .  -0,41,1  03 


Total  at  all  the  mints  for  the  year  1854 .  134,183  91 


These  sums  will  he  paid  into  the  treasury  of  the  United  States  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  sixth  section  of  the  act  before  referred  to. 

The  increased  price  paid  for  silver  bullion  for  coinage  after  the  first 
of  July  last,  has  diminished  the  profit  to  the  government  on  the  silver 
coinage,  the  cost  of  distribution  being  also  a  charge  upon  the  same; 
flienAvill,  however,  be  a  balance  at  the  principal  mint  of  about 
$108,000,  to  bo  transferred  to  the  treasury  of  the  United  States. 

The  propriety  of  the  establishment  at  the  mint  of  a  medal  depart¬ 
ment  is  respectfully  suggested,  and  as  a  convenient  mode  of  bringing 
the  subject  to  your  notice,  I  attach  to  this  report  a  copy  of  my  letter 
of  the  5th  of  April  last  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  in  relation  to 
it.  Since  the  date  of  that  communication,  the  importance  of  having 
some  legislation. on  the  subject  has  been  further  exhibited  by  the  in¬ 
creased^  applications  from  cities,  institutes,  and  societies,  to  strike 
medals  at  the  mint,  I  have  also  received  communications  from  the 
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historical  societies  of  several  of  the  States  in  relation  to  the  subject  of 
striking  copies  of  the  various  historical  medals  heretofore  ordered  by 
the  government.  The  dies  of  nearly  all  of  these  medals  are  in  the 
mint.  To  provide  for  the  striking  of  copies  of  them  in  bronze  or  other 
metals,  and  supplying  them  to  our  various  national  and  State  institu¬ 
tions,  is  one  of  the  objects  embraced  in  the  projet  of  a  law  which  ac¬ 
companies  the  letter  above  mentioned.  I  may  add  that  a  few  of  the 
dies  are  in  the  museum  of  the  mint  at  Paris,  among  which  is  that  of 
Washington  before  Boston,  and  General  Green  at  I'm  taw  Springs. 
It  is  probable  that  on  application  to  the  Frencli  government  these 
dies  could  be  recovered.  . 

A  change  in  the  copper  coinage  seems  desirable,  with  a  view  to  the 
substitution  of  a  lighten’  and  more  convenient  coin  tor  the  cumhious 
cent  now  used.  As  I  have  recently  presented  my  views  upon  tins 
subject  in  a  report  to  the  Treasury  Department,  I  have  deemed  it 
proper  to  append  to  this  report  a  copy  of  that  communication. 

I  also  annex  to  this  report  several  tabular  statements  exhibiting  in 
detail  the  operations  of  the  mint  and  its  branches,  and  presenting, 
some  other  statistics  relating  to  the  subjeetot  coinage,  the  purchase  of 
silver,  and  the  domestic  production  of  the  precious  metals. 

I  have  the  honor  to  he,  with  great  respect,  your  faithful  servant, 
JAMES  BOSS  SNOWDEN, 

Director  of  the  U .  S.  Mints. 

To  the  President  oe  tue  United  States. 


No.  1. 

Mint  or  the  United  States, 

rhiUulclphia ,  April  5,  1854. 

Sir:  Being  invited  by  your  favor  of  the  18th  ultimo,  in  reply  to 
the  suggestions  contained  in  my  letter  of  a  previous  date,  1  present  a 
few  additional  remarks  in  relation  to  the  propriety  of  establishing  a 
medal  department  in  the  mint. 

No  provision  bv  law  has  heretofore  been  made  for  the  preservation 
of  the  dies  froin  which  medals  were  ordered  to  he  struck,  nor  for 
taking  or  preserving  copies  of  them.  In  fact  the  dies  have,  by  some 
of  the° recipients  of  the  honor  of  a  public  medal,  been  regarded  as  their 
property,  and  not  that  of  the  government.  But  through  the  personal 
efforts  of  some  of  the  officers  of  the  mint,  assisted  and  encouraged  by 
several  of  the  Secretaries  of  the  Treasury,  most  of  the  dies  have  been 
retained  or  recovered,  and  they  are  now  in  the  custody  of  the  chief 
coiner  of  the  mint. 

I  present  herewith  a  copy  of'  the  proceedings  of  the  Pennsylvania 
Historical  Society  on  the  subject  under  consideration,  together  with  a 
list  of  the  dies  now  in  the  mint.  The  list  embraces  sixty-eight  in 
number,  including  the  Presidential  medals.  Some  others,  which 
were  made  in  France,  among  which  is  that  of  Washington  bonne 
Boston,  and  General  Green  at  Eutaw,  are  now  in  the  mint  museum 
at  Paris.  A  few  are  supposed  to  he  lost;  hut,  by  renewed  cflorts, 
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might  possibly  be  regained.  But  as  it  requires  great  care  in  their 
preservation,  they  are,  no  doubt,  if  in  existence,  greatly  injured,  and 
perhaps  defaced. 

It  seems  proper  that  the  government  should  take  charge  of  this 
important  subject,  by  establishing  a  medal  department  connected  with 
the  mint,  provision  to  bo  made  for  taking  copies  in  bronze  of  the  dies 
preserved  in  the  mint,  as  well  as  those  which  may  hereafter  be  or¬ 
dered.  It  would  seem  appropriate  that  each  State,  or  the  Historical 
Society  of  each  State,  should  be  supjdicd  with  such  copies  ;  and  other 
copies  in  gold,  silver,  and  bronze  should  be  struck  and  disposed  of 
under  such  general  regulations  as  the  Director  of  the  mint,  witli  the 
approbation  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  might  prescribe.  Such 
an  enactment,  in  addition  to  the  public  objects  secured,  would  relieve 
us  from  the  embarrassment  which  attends  the  present  system  of 
striking  medals  in  the  mint,  in  relation  to  which  I  had  the  honor  to 
present  some  objections  in  my  letter  of  the  30th  of  August  last.  I 
repeat  here,  that  the  striking  of  medals  at  the  mint  ought  not  to  be 
the  source  of  profit  or  gain  to  any  officer  or  workman  engaged  therein, 
but  should  be  performed  under  the  official  salary  or  per  diem  compen¬ 
sation  which  they  receive. 

I  herewith  enclose  a  projet  of  a  law,  which  I  present  to  your  con¬ 
sideration. 

I  have  the  honor  to  be,  with  great  respect,  your  faithful  servant, 
JAMES  ROSS  SNOWDEN,  Director. 

Hon.  James  Gutiirie, 

Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  Washington  City. 


HISTORICAL  SOCIETY  OF  PENNSYLVANIA. 

Philadelphia,  February  21,  1854. 
The  matter  of  a  communication  addressed  by  the  secretaries  and 
librarian  to  Hon.  J.  Ross  Snowden,  Director  of  the  United  States 
mint,  containing  inquiries  and  a  request  concerning  the  national 
medals,  coming  up  for  discussion — 

Mr.  Snowden  said,  it  gave  him  much  pleasure  that  this  subject  had 
been  brought  to  the  attention  of  the  society.  National  and  public 
medals  arc  important  monuments  of  history,  and  their  preservation 
is  well  worthy  the  attention  of  this  society,  and  others  of  similar 
character  in  the  United  States.  Most  of  the  gold  and  silver  medals, 
either  from  reverse  of  fortune  or  from  some  other  cause,  find  their 
way  to  the  melting-pot.  It  would  be  a  higher  compliment  to  the  re¬ 
cipients  of  the  honorable  distinction  in  question,  if  Congress  should 
authorize  copies  in  bronze  to  he  struck  and  presented  to  each  Histori¬ 
cal  Society  in  the  United  States.  Heretofore  no  legal  provision  has 
been  made  for  the  preservation  of  such  copies,  or  the  taking  care  of 
the  dies  from  which  the  medals  were  struck.  Fortunately,  however, 
most  of  the  dies  heretofore  made  have  been  procured  and  preserved  at 
the  mint  of  the  United  States.  Some  of  them  were  procured  with 
much  difficulty. 
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Mr.  Snowden’s  belief  was,  that  nearly  sixty  medals  of  a  national 
and  public  character  have  been  made,  of  which  the  dies  of  all  but  five 
or  six  are  at  the  mint  in  this  city.  A  full  set  of  copies  in  bronzo 
would  cost  about  one  hundred  and  forty  dollars.  A  small  appropria¬ 
tion  by  Congress  would  supply  each  State  in  the  Union  with  a  set; 
and  hereafter  when  medals  arc  voted,  provision  could  be  made  for 
8UPPb'in&  copies,  to  be  distributed  in  the  manner  proposed. 

On  motion,  it  was 

Resolved,  That  Hon.  J.  Ross  Snowden  be  requested  to  correspond 
with  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  or  take  such  other  measures  as 
may  seem  to  him  advisable,  to  effect  the  objects  developed  in  his  re¬ 
marks  on  the  distribution  of  the  national  medals. 

Extracted  from  the  minutes. 

O  s.  ]  THOMAS  RIDDLE,  Jr., 

Recording  Secretary. 


List  of  Dies  of  National  Medals ,  preserved  at  the  Mint  of  the  United 
States. 

1.  Horatio  Gates. — Obverse:  Horatio  Gates  duci  strenuo  ;  Comitia 
Americana.  Reverse:  Salus  regionum  septentrional,  hoste  ad  Sara- 
togam,  in  dedition.  accepto.  Die  xvn  Oct.  mdcclxxvii. 

2.  Daniel  Morgan. — Obverse:  Danieli  Morgan  duci  exercitus;  Co¬ 
mitia  Americana.  Reverse  :  Victoria  libertatis  vindex.  Fugatis  aut 
captis  caesis  ad  Cowpens  hostibus.  xvu  Jan.  mdcclxxxi. 

3.  Isaac  Hull. — Obverse  :  Peritos  arte  superat  Jul.  mdcccxh,  Aug. 
ccrtamine  fortes.  Isaacus  Hull.  Reverse :  Hone  momento  victoria. 
Inter  Const.  Nav.  Amer.  et  Guer.  Angl. 

4.  Jacob  Jones. — Obverse  :  Jacobus  Jones  virtus  in  ardua  tendit. 
Reverse  :  Victoriam  hosti  majori  eelerrime  rapuit.  Inter  Wasp  Nav. 
Ameri.  et  Frolic  Nav.  Ang.  Die  xvir  Oct.  mdcccxii. 

6.  Stephan  Decatur. — Obverse:  Steplmnus  Decatur,  Navarchus,  pug- 
nis  pluribus,  victor.  Reverse:  Occidit signmn  hostile  sidera  surgunt. 
Inter  Sta.  Uni.  Nav.  Ameri.  et  Maccdo.  Nav.  Ang.  Die  xxv  Octo- 
bris  mdcccxii. 

6.  William  Rainbridgc. — Obverse:  Gulielmus  Bainbridge  patria 
victisquc  laudatus.  Reverse:  Pugnando.  Inter  Const.  Nav.  Ameri. 
et  Jav.  Nav.  Angl.  Die  xxix  Decern,  mdcccxii. 

7.  Oliver  II.  Derry. — Obverse:  Oliverus  H.  Perry  princcps  stagno 
Eriense — classim  totam  contudit.  Reverse  :  Viam  invenit  virtus  aut 
facit.  Inter  class.  Ameri.  et  Brit.  Die  x  Sept,  mdcccxiii. 

8 .  Oliver  Hazard  Derry.— Obverse :  Oliverus  Hazard  Perry  pro 
Patria  vicit ;  presented  by  the  government  of  Pennsylvania,  fst  re¬ 
verse :  “We  have  met  the  e.einy,  and  they  are  ours.” — Perry. 

To. - .  In  testimony  of  his  patriotism  and  bravery  in  the  naval 

action  on  Lake  Erie,  September  10,  1813.  2d  reverse:  “We  have 
met  the  enemy,  and  they  are  ours.”  British  fleet  on  Lake  Erie  cap¬ 
tured  September  10,  1813. 
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9.  Jesse  D.  Elliott. — Obverse:  Jesse  D,  Elliott  nil  actum  reputans 
ei  quid  superesset  agendum.  Reverse  :  (Same  as  Perry  die,  No.  7.) 

10.  W.  Burrows. — Obverse:  Yictoriam  tibi  claram,  Patino  mms- 
tam — W.  Burrows.  Reverse:  Yivcre  sat  vincere.  Inter  Enterprise 
Nav.  Ameri.  et  Boxer  Nav.  Brit.  Die  iv  Sept,  mdcccxiii. 

11.  Edward  It.  McCall. — Obverse:  Edward  R.  McCall,  navis  en¬ 
terprise  pnefectus — sic  itur  ad  astra.  Reverse  :  (Same  as  of  die  No. 
10.) 

12.  James  Lawrence. — Obverse  :  Jac.  Lawrence,  dulcc  ct  decorum 
cst  pro  Putria  mori.  Reverse:  Mansuetud.  maj.  quam  victoria.  Inter 
Hornet  Nav.  Ameri.  et  Peacock  Nav.  Aug.  Die  xxiv  Feb.  mdcccxiii. 

13.  Thomas  Macdonough. — Obverse:  Tho.  Macdonougb,  stagno 
Champlain  clas.  reg.  Brit.  Superavit.  Reverse :  Uno  latere  per- 
cusso  altcrum  impavide  vertit.  Inter  class.  Ameri.  ct  Brit.  Die  xi 
Sept.  MDCCCXIII!. 

14.  llohcrt  Henley. — Obverse:  Rob.  Henley,  Eagle  pr refect,  palma 
virtu,  perieternit,  fiorebit.  Reverse  :  (Same  as  of  die  No.  13.) 

15.  Stephen  Cassin. — Obverse:  Step.  Cassin,  Ticondcroga  pnefcct. 
qua)  regie  in  terris  nos,  non  pleana  lab.  Reverse :  (Same  as  of  die 
No.  13.) 

16.  L.  Warrington. — Obverse:  Ludovicus  Warrington,  Dux  Navi- 
lis  Amer.  Reverse  :  Pro  patria  paratus  aut  vincere  ant  mori.  Inter 
Peacock  Nav.  Ameri.  ct  Epcrvie  Nav.  Ang.  Die  xxix  Mar.  mdccxiv. 

17.  Johnston  Blakeley. — Obverse  :  Johnston  Blakeley,  Reip  Feed. 
Am.  Nav.  Wasp  Dux.  Reverse:  Ebcu !  Bis  victor  patria  tua  te 
Ingot  plauditq.  Inter  Wasp  Nav.  Ameri.  et  Reindeer  Nav.  Ang. 
Die  xxvir  Junius  mdcccxiv. 

18.  Charles  Stewart. — Obverse :  Carolus  Stewart,  Navis  Amer.  Con¬ 
stitution  Dux.  Reverse:  Una  victoriam  cripuit  ratibus  binis.  Inter 
Constitu.  Nav.  Ameri.  et  Levant  ct  Cyane,  Nav.  Ang.  Die  xx  Febr. 
mdcccxv. 

19.  Winfield  Scott. — Obverse:  Major  General  Winfield  Scott.  Re¬ 
verse:  Resolution  of  Congress,  November  3,  1814:  Battles  of  Chip¬ 
pewa,  July  5,  1814  ;  Niagara,  July  25,  1814. 

20.  James  Miller. — Obverse:  Brigadier  General  James  Miller. 
“I’ll  try.’’  Reverse:  Resolution  of  Congress,  November  3,  1814: 
Battles  of  Chippewa,  July  5,  1814;  Niagara,  July  25,  1814;  Eric, 
September  17,  1814. 

21.  Edmund  P.  Gaines. — Obverse:  Major  General  Edmund  P. 
Gaines.  Reverse:  Resolution  of  Congress,  November  3,  1814:  Battle 
of  Erie,  August  15,  1814. 

22.  Peter  B.  Porter. — Obverse:  Major  General  Peter  B.  Porter. 
Reverse:  Resolution  of  Congress,  November  3,  1814  :  Battles  of  Chip¬ 
pewa,  July  5,  1814;  Niagara,  July  25,  1814;  Erie,  September  17, 
1814. 

23.  Jacob  Brown. — Obverse:  Major  General  Jacob  Brown.  Re¬ 
verse:  Resolution  of  Congress,  November  3,  1814:  Battles  of  Chip¬ 
pewa,  July  5,  1814;  Niagara,  July  25,  1814;  Erie,  September  17, 
1814. 

24.  Eleazer  IF.  Biplcy. — Obverse:  Brigadier  General  Eleazer  W. 
Ripley.  Reverse:  Resolution  of  Congress,  November  3,  1814:  Bat- 
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ties  of  Chippewa,  July  5,  1814;  Niagara,  July  25,  1814;  Erie,  Sep¬ 
tember  17,  1814. 

25.  Alexander  Macomb. — Obverse:  Major  General  Alexander  Ma¬ 
comb.  Reverse:  Resolution  of  Congress,  November  3,  1814:  Battle 
of  Plattsburgh,  September  11,  1814. 

26.  James  Biddle. — Obverse:  The  Congress  of  the  U.  S.  to  Capt. 
James  Biddle  for  his  gallantry,  good  conduct,  and  services.  Reverse: 
Capture  of  the  British  ship  Penguin  by  the  U.  S.  ship  Hornet,  olf 
Tristan  D’Acunha,  March  xxm,  mdcccxv. 

27.  Andrew  Jackson. — Obverse:  Major  General  Andrew  Jackson. 
Reverse:  Resolution  of  Congress,  February  27,  1815.  Battle  of  New 
Orleans,  January  8,  1815. 

28.  Isaac  Shelby. — Obverse:  Governor  Isaac  Shelby.  Reverse: 
Battle  of  the  Thames,  October  5, 1813  :  Resolution  of  Congress,  April 
4,  1818. 

29.  William  JI.  Harrison. — Obverse:  Major  General  William  IT. 
Harrison.  Reverse:  Resolution  of  Congress,  April  4,  1818:  Battle 
of  the  Thames,  October  5,  1813. 

30.  George  Croghan. — Obverse:  Presented  by  Congress  to  Colonel 
George  Croghan,  1835.  Reverse:  Pars  magna  fuit :  Sandusky,  2 
August,  1813. 

62.  Zachary  Taylor. — Obverse:  Major  General  Zachary  Taylor. 
Reverse:  Resolution  of  Congress,  March  2d,  1847  :  Monterey,  Sep¬ 
tember,  1848. 

63.  Zachary  Taylor. — Obverse:  Major  General  Zachary  Taylor. 
Reverse:  Resolution  of  Congress,  July  Kith,  1846:  Palo  Alto,  May 
8th,  1846;  Resaca  do  la  Palma,  May  9lh,  1846. 

64.  Zachary  'Taylor. — Obverse:  Major  General  Zachary  Tavlor. 
Resolution  of  Congress,  May  9,  1848.  Reverse  :  Buena  Vista,  Feb. 
22  and  23,  1847. 

65.  Winfield  Scott. — Obverse:  Major  General  Winfield  Scott.  Reso¬ 
lution  of  Congress,  March  9th,  1818.  Reverse:  Vera  Cruz,  Cerro 
Gordo,  Contreras,  San  Antonio,  and  Churubusco,  Molino  del  Rey, 
Cbapultepec,  city  of  Mexico. 

66.  Winji eld  Scott. — Obverse:  Winfield  Scott.  The  commonwealth 
of  Virginia  presents  this  medal  to  Major  General  Winfield  Scott,  as 
a  memorial  of  her  admiration  for  the  great  and  distinguished  services 
of  her  son  whilst  Commander-in-chief  of  the  American  armies  in  the 
war  with  Mexico,  1847.  Reverse:  Fecit  quod  cogitavit.  From  Vir¬ 
ginia. 

67.  “  B  ache  Medal.” — Obverse:  The  Treasury  Department  of  the 

United  States.  Coast  Survey  to  - .  Reverse :  For  gallantry 

and  humanity,  Dec.,  1848. 

68.  “ Somers  medal.” — Obverse:  Somers  Navis  Americana.  Ante 
Vera  Cruz,  Dec.  10th,  1846.  Reverse:  Pro  vitis  Amcricanorum  con- 
servatis. 

69.  Obverse:  G.  Washington,  Pres.  Unit.  Sta.  Reverse:  Corn- 
miss.  resigned;  Presidency  relinq.,  1797. 

70.  Henry  Lee. — Obverse:  Henrico  Lee,  legionis  Equit  Prsofecto. 
Comitia  Americana.  Reverse:  (Not,  in  the  mint.) 

71.  Obverse  :  Let  us  look  to  the  Most  High,  who  blessed  our  fathers 
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with  peace;  1757.  Reverse:  Kittanning  destroyed  by  Col.  Armstrong, 
September  3,  1756. 

68.  Thomas  Truxton. — Obverse:  Bust  of  Capt.  Truxton.  No  in¬ 
scription.  Reverse:  By  vote  of  Congress  to  Thomas  Truxton,  24 
Mar.,  1800.  (This  medal  was  presented  for  revolutionary  services.) 

,  Indian  Medal  Dies. 

Obverse  :  Containing  name  and  date  of  inauguration  of  the  Presi¬ 
dent.  Reverse:  The  inscription  “Friendship  and  Peace’’  over 
joined  bands,  or  tomahawk  and  pipe. 

31,  32,  33.  Thomas  Jefferson. — Three  sizes. 

34,  35,  36.  James  Madison. — Three  sizes. 

37,  38,  31).  James  Monroe. — Three  sizes. 

40,  41,  42.  John  Quincy  Adams. — Three  sizes. 

43,  44,  45.  Andreio  Jackson. — Three  sizes. 

46,  47,  48.  Martin  Van  Burcn. — Three  sizes. 

41),  50,  51.  John  Tyler. — Three  sizes. 

52,  53,  54.  James  K.  Folk. — Three  sizes. 

55,  56,  57.  New  Reverses. — Three  sizes. 

59,  60,  61.  Zachary  Taylor. — Three  sizes. 


Projct  of  a  law  to  establish  a  Medal  Department  in  the  mint. 

Sec.  1.  Be  it  enacted,  <Cc.,  That  there  shall  he  established  at  the 
mint  of  the  United  States  a  medal  department,  to  he  under  the  direc¬ 
tion  and  control  of  the  Director  of  the  mint ;  but  the  Director  may 
designate  such  officer  or  person  as  he  may  deem  proper  to  have  the 
immediate  charge  of  the  same,  under  his  direction,  and  he  may 
employ  such  workmen  as  he  may  deem  necessary. 

Sec.  2.  Medals  of  gold,  silver,  and  bronze  may  be  struck  for  any 
department  of  the  government,  for  any  State  or  society,  or  person  or 
persons,  under  such  general  regulations  as  the  Director  of  the  mint, 
with  the  approbation  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  may  prescribe. 

Sec.  3.  The  machinery  of  the  mint,  not  otherwise  employed,  and 
applicable  to  the  purposes  of  this  department,  may  be  so  applied 
under  such  restrictions  as  the  general  operations  require,  at  the  dis¬ 
cretion  of  the  Director. 

Sec.  4.  An  account  of  the  receipts  and  expenditures  of  this  depart¬ 
ment  shall  be  kept  by  such  person,  and  in  such  manner,  as  the  Direc¬ 
tor  may  prescribe,  an  abstract  of  which  shall  be  quarterly  transmitted 
to  the  Treasury  Department ;  the  profits  which  may  accrue  therefrom 
shall  be  applied  to  the  enlargement  of  the  cabinet  of  medals  and 
coins  at  the  mint,  and  for  supplying  national  and  scientific  institu¬ 
tions  with  copies  of  the  public  medals. 
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No.  2. 

Mint  of  the  United  States, 

Philadelphia ,  December  13,  1854. 

Silt:  In  compliance  with  the  request  contained  in  your  letter  of  the 
11th  instant,  I  have  caused  to  be  struck,  and  herewith  forward,  one 
hundred  specimens  of  the  proposed  cent  therein  referred  to;  and  have 
the  honor  now  to  recapitulate  the  various  points  of  information  on 
that  subject  which  have  heretofore  been  communicated  to  the  depart¬ 
ment.  in  so  doing,  it  will,  perhaps,  best  subserve  the  wishes  of  the 
department,  and  of  the  committees  in  Congress,  if  I  should  present 
the  projet  of  a  law,  in  several  sections,  with  explanatory  remarks 
appended  to  each  section. 

AN  ACT  relating  to  the  coinngo  of  cents. 

Sec.  1.  Be  it  enacted,  dc.,  That  from  and  after  the  passage  of  this 
act,  the  standard  weight  of  the  cent  coined  at  the  mint  of  the  United 
States  shall  be  ninety-six. grains,  or  two-tenths  of  one  ounce  troy,  with 
no  greater  deviation  than  four  grains  in  a  single  piece;  and  that  the 
coinage  of  the  half-cent  shall  cease. 

RemarJcs. — The  present  weight  of  the  cent  is  168  grains;  at  the 
current  price  of  copper,  the  government  is  barely  saved  from  loss 
by  the  coinage,  and  is  every  day  liable  to  become  an  actual  loser. 
Yet  the  experience  of  every  country  has  settled  this  point,  that  the 
lowest  denominations  of  coin  are  not  made  acceptable  on  account  of 
their  market  value,  but  on  account  of  the  government  stamp,  and  the 
convenience  of  having  such  pieces  for  small  transactions.  For  the 
proposed  reduction  of  the  weight  of  the  cent,  we  have  abundant  pre¬ 
cedents.  In  1792  the  legal  weight  was  264  grains;  early  in  1793  it 
was  reduced  to  208  grains  ;  in  1796,  in  pursuance  of  legal  authoriza¬ 
tion,  President  Washington  issued  a  proclamation  reducing  the  cent 
to  168  grains -^-the  present  legal  standard.  In  France,  at  this  day, 
the  piece  of  ten  centimes — say  two  cents  of  our  money— weighs  less 
than  our  cent,  yet  it  passes  freely.  Dealers  all  over  the  country  will 
feel  obliged  for  such  an  unloading  of  copper  as  the  change  from  168 
to  96  grains  would  produce.  The  allowance  of  four  grains  for  devia¬ 
tion  is  a  customary  “remedy  of  the  mint,”  and  is  necessary  for  prac¬ 
tical  operations.  The  omission  of  the  half-cent  scarcely  needs  a 
remark.  It  is  useless.  People  will  not  take  the  trouble  to  make  a 
cent  with  two  pieces  of  money. 

Spc.  2.  Beit  further  enacted,  That  the  said  cent  shall  he  composed  of 
copper,  with  any  admixture,  not  exceeding  five  per  cent,  in  weight,  of 
metals  which  may  render  it  more  suitable  for  the  purposes  of  coin. 
And  the  devices  upon  said  cent  shall  express  its  country,  denomina¬ 
tion,  and  date  of  coinage. 

Remarks. — In  regard  to  the  various  experiments  recently  made 
here,  as  to  the  desirableness  of  introducing  a  german-silver  cent,  1 
prcsume.it  will  not  he  necessary  here  to  recapitulate  the  correspond¬ 
ence  which  is  already  in  the  possession  of  the  department,  and  which, 
I  presume,  will  be  laid  before  the  committee  in  Congress  to  whom  it 
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is  your  desire  to  refer  this  subject.  A  decided  preference  for  the  cop¬ 
per  coin,  if  its  weight  can  be  reduced  to  90  grains,  is  the  conclusion 
to  which  my  mind  is  brought,  after  a  careful  consideration  of  the 
advantages  and  objections  on  both  sides.  The  allowance  of  five  per 
cent,  fertile  admixture  of  other  metals — tin  and  zinc  being 'intended — 
is  to  make  an  alloy  which  will  improve  the  color  and  reduce  the 
liability  to  corrosion  and  foulness,  it  is  the  same  mixture  which  the 
French  are  using  for  coinage,  under  the  name  of  bronze,  but  I  have 
avoided  that  term  as  being  vaguely  applied  among  us  to  very  differ¬ 
ent  metallic  mixtures  and  colorings. 

Sec.  3.  Be  it  further  enacted ,  That  it  shall  be  at  the  discretion  of 
the  Director  of  the  mint,  with  the  concurrence  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury,  to  cause  the  planchcts  for  the  cent  coinage  to  be  prepared 
at  a  private  manufactory,  hs  hitherto  prescribed  by  law,  or  more  di¬ 
rectly  under  the  supervision  of  the  Director,  or  such  officer  of  the 
mint  as  he  may  designate.  And  the  profits  arising  from  the  sale  and 
distribution  of  said  coinage,  after  deducting  expenses  of  transporta¬ 
tion  as  provided  for  in  the  30th  section  of  the  act  of  Jan.  18,  1837, 
relative  to  the  mint,  shall  be  paid,  from  time  to  time,  into  the  treas¬ 
ury  of  the  United  States. 

Bcmarks. — It  seems  quite  obvious  that  the  mint  ought  not  to  be 
compelled,  as  it  now  is  by  law,  to  procure  its  copper  planchcts  for 
coinage  from  a  private  or  remote  manufactory,  and  especially  if  the 
planchcts  are  to  be  alloyed  to  a  definite  per-centage.  This  section 
will  only  confer  the  choice  upon  the  Director,  with  the  approbation 
of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  of  having  this  business  done  under 
his  own  direction.  It  is  not  intended  to  find  any  fault  with  the  pres¬ 
ent  manufacture  of  planchcts,  which,  in  fact,  is  quite  satisfactory. 

Sec.  4.  Be  it  further  enacted, ,  That  it  shall  be  at  the  discretion  of 
the  Director  of  the  mint,  with  the  concurrence  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury,  at  any  period  not  earlier  than  one  year  after  the  passage  of 
this  act,  and  upon  due  public  notice,  to  exchange  the  cents  provided 
for  by  this  act  for  those  now  current,  upon  such  terms  as  may  insure 
a  sufficient  supply  of  copper  from  that  source,  and  with  a  view  to  the 
gradual  withdrawal  of  the  old  coins  from  circulation.  But  no  other 
copper  coins  or  tokens  shall  be  so  received. 

Bcmarks. — The  impolicy  and  incongruity  of  having  two  cents,  of 
quite  different  weights,  current  at  the  same  time,  suggests  the  pro¬ 
priety  of  conferring  this  discretionary  power.  The  coinage  of  cents 
and  half-cents,  up  to  May  last,  amounted,  in  round  numbers,  to 
$1,520,000 — equal  to,  say  1,(520  tons — the  larger  part  of  which  are 
probably  now  in  circulation  ;  and  it  is  well  known  that  some  parts  of 
the  country  arc  crowded  with  them.  On  this  subject  we  have  frequent 
complaints,  without  the  power  of  providing  a  remedy.  The  proposed 
cent  of  9(5  grains,  assuming  the  planchcts  to  cost  41  i;  cents  a  pound, 
avoirdupois,  would  afford  a  profit  of  43  per  cent.  The  new  bronze 
coinage  of  France,  assuming  the  same  cost  of  planchcts,  yields  a  profit 
of  54  per  cent.  We  are,  therefore,  within  the  line  of  safe  precedent, 
considering  that  the  French  coin  passes  freely.  But  in  addition  to 
this,  it  should  be  noted,  that  much  of  the  importance  of  the  new  cent 
project  consists  in  relieving  the  country  from  the  present  ponderous 
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cent;  and  if  it  will  require,  as  is  probable,  50  cents  a  pound  to  get  in 
the  old  cents,  and  a  considerable  per-centage  for  working  them  up 
into  now  planchcts,  the  profit,  as  above  stated,  will  be  considerably 
diminished;  so  much  so  as  to  obviate  objection  on  that  score.  It  is 
quite  important  to  keep  in  view  the  two  objects  of  the  law,  namely, 
the  issue  of  a  light  and  convenient  coin,  and  the  withdrawal  of  a  cum¬ 
brous  one;  and,  to  accomplish  both  objects,  a  considerable  apparent 
profit  will  be  necessary.  In  the  matter  of  making  the  exchange,  the 
mint  should  have  a  sort  of  ubiquity,  by  paying  the  expenses  of  trans¬ 
portation  both  ways;  so  that  our  fellow  citizens  at  Miiwaukic  or  Tal¬ 
lahassee  would  be  placed  on  the  same  footing  as  those  in  Philadel¬ 
phia. 

1  may  say,  in  regard  to  the  danger  of  counterfeiting,  that  it  would 
seem  impossible  to  push  into,  circulation,  to  any  profitable  extent,  a 
coinage  of  so  low  a  denomination.  The  numerous  copper  tokens  of 
1837  were  openly  issued  in  the  exigency  ot  the  times;  but  the  issue 
of  a  public  notice  that  the  law  would  be  enforced  against  them,  im¬ 
mediately  put  a  stop  to  their  circulation. 

Sec.  5.  And  he  it  further  enacted ,  That  the  coin  provided  for  in 
this  act  shall  be  a  legal  tender  in  payment  of  debts  to  the  extent  of 
ten  cents  in  any  one  payment. 

Bemark. — The  object  of  this  section  is  to  give  a  legal  importance 
and  value  to  the  new  cent,  in  addition  to  the  authoritative  stamp  of 
the  mint.  The  present  cent  is  not  a  legal  tender. 

In  conclusion,  I  may  remark  that  whilst  I  at  present  prefer  the  pro¬ 
portions  of  95  per  cent,  copper  and  5  per  cent,  of  zinc  and  tin,  as  com¬ 
posed  in  the  specimens  presented,  yeti  have  purposely  avoided  naming 
these  metals  in  the  2d  section,  in  order  that  we  may,  if  we  think 
proper,  use  nickel  in  the  composition.  As  to  which  point,  I  will  cause 
Borne  experiments  to  be  made  for  the  purpose  of  ascertaining  whether 
a  further  improvement  is  not  attainable  ;  but  these  inquiries  need  not 
prevent  immediate  action  upon  the  proposition  herein  presented. 

I  have  the  honor  to  be,  with  great  respect,  your  faithful  servant, 
JAMES  ROSS  SNOWDEN,  Director. 

Hon.  James  Guthrie, 

Secretary  of  the  Treasury ,  Washington  City. 


Mint  of  the  United  States, 

Philadelphia ,  June  24,  1854. 

The  Director  of  the  mint  gives  notice  that  from  and  after  the  1st  of 
July,  1854,  the  price  to  be  paid  for  silver  purchased  at  the  mint  will 
be  one  dollar  twenty- two  and  a  half  cents  ($1  22 1)  per  ounce  of  stand¬ 
ard  fineness  (nine-tenths,)  as  determined  by  assay  at  the  mint. 

The  silver  tendered  for  sale  will  be  received  and  weighed  and  a  re¬ 
ceipt  given  therefor.  On  the  report  of  the  assayer  the  standard 
weight  will  be  determined,  and  the  net  value,  calculated  at  the  above 
rate,  will  thereupon  lie  paid  to  the  owner  or  his  order  in  gold  or  silver 
coins  at  his  option. 

For  the  information  of  bullion  dealers,  it  may  be  stated  (hat,  ac- 


A. 

Statement  of  dejposites  and  coinage  at  the  mint  of  the  United  States,  its  branches,  and  the  assay  office,  during  the  year  1854. 


Mint  of  United 
States,  Phila¬ 
delphia. 

Branch  Mint, 

Branch  Mint, 

Branch  Minr, 

Branch  Mint, 

Assay  office, 
New  York. 

Total. 

GOLD. 

Foreign  coin  .. . 

U  rii-efi  Stares  coin,  (OS) . 

United  Scares  bullion . 

Total  gold . 

SILVER. 

$123,825  00 
424.  125  00 
3,  <'M>  On 
35,71:1,358  63 

$114,137  21 
43,486  59 

*  981, 51  "l  63 

■**$18, *177*90* 
4,656  67 
10,812,281  23 

*.'80,225  45 

$213  606  21 

$7,695  64 
25,821  16 

9,227,  176  89 

$250,657  85 
511,610  65 
7,936  67 
57.258.  13 )  69 

36, 269,  338  63 

1,  139,135  4.1 

10,865,115  80 

281,225  45 

213,606  21 

9,260,893  69 

58,028,365  26 

4,227,514  99 
253,226  15 

1,305,997  95 
5,705  61 

1,295  51 

. 

8, 746  54 
67,560  46 

5,543,55  4  99 
38-*,  198  83 

United  Scutes  bullion  (parted) . 

Total  silver . 

Total  gold  and  silver  deposites . 

brum-li  mint  San  Francisco,  and  assay  office  New 

1.706  61 

4,480,741  14 

1,311,703  56 

1,295  51 

1,706  61 

. 

76,307  00 

|  5,871,753  82 

40,750,129  82 

2,450,838  99 

O',  866, 411  31 

1,255,000  no 

281,932  06 

213,606  21 

9,  337, 200  69 

6,786,  137  f3  ■ 

63,900,119  08 

8,041,137  (13 

— 

Branch  mint,  New 

Brauch^mint,  Char- 

— ■ 

Pieces.  |  Value. 

Pieces. 

Value. 

Piece, 

Value  |  Piece*. 

Value. 

Pieces. 

Value. 

Piece, 

Value. 

Pieces. 

Value. 

IV1  A 

i.inrud  bars . 

Total  gold . ! 

"!'«« . 

■*lt' dollars . 

Erl 

~:"h 

757. W  $15,157,980  00 

3,951 

59.5IW 

•2^000 

l53,OiK» 

Ss 

=3:5; 

,11  i.S 

5.641,504  05 . 

”39,98:< 

*7.99." 

•T'issiii  so.’, 
"'is!  237*50 

i . £22 

: . I 

== 

as 

11 

la 

■Si 8.0.72. 340  00 
2.305.761)  00 

ill! 

5,641,504  05 

3,352.2a?  a7,t>w,u69  ss 

278,750 

•282,712 

9,731,574  21 

62, -226 

292,760 

214.672  50:  8-22 

2,8o8,039  16 

4,1(23, 3.37 

52, 094, 595  47 

! 

;  3.7. 1 40  33.140  00 

lal^owi;  3.'oo5.o!'o  ol’ 

\m  m 

L48t^000 

1.770.000 

1,560,0(0 

in 

78,000 

:::::::: 

:::::::::::::: 

”E: 

. . 

. 

’briloou 

i.SJSS 

111 

:::::::::::::: 

'20,276,110  5,373.270  0 

10, 054, ('00 

3,246,  „0o 

. 

. 

. 

. 

35,330,140 

8,619,27  0  00 

4,236.356  42.361  55 

55,356  '276  70 

:::::::::::: 

. i 

. 

4’S 

<3« 

4,201,514  42^633  35 

. 1 . ! 

. 

. 1 

. 

. 

. 

. | . 

. |  4,291,514 

42,638  35 

■d- — Statement  of  deposites  and  coinage — Continued. 

RECAPITULATION. 


Denomination. 

Branch  mint,  New 
Orleans. 

Branch  mint,  San 
Francisco. 

Branch  mint,  Dah- 

Branch  mint,  Char¬ 
lotte. 

Assay  office.  New 
York. 

Pieces. 

Value. 

Pieces. 

Value. 

Pieces. 

Value. 

Pieces. 

Value. 

Pieces.  I  Value. 

Pieces. 

Value. 

Piece, 

Value. 

IIS 

*tyi 

$1,274,500 

3,246,000 

282,712 

$9,731,574  21 

62,228 

$2,2, 7«, 

46,578j  $214,652  50 

822 

$2,888,039  18 

Total  coinage.... 

33,919,921 

43,108,977  93 

4,520,500 

282,712 

9,731,574  21 1 

62,2281 

292,760 

46,578j  214,652  50 

822 

2,888,039  18 

44,645,011 

60,756,503  82 

Mint  of  the  United  States,  Philadelphia,  January  30, 1855.  JAMES  ROSS  SNOWDEN, 
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B. 

Coinage  of  the  Mint  and  Branch  Mints  from  tlieir  organization  to  the 
close  of  the  year  1854. 

MINT  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES  AT  PHILADELPHIA. 


Periods. 

TOTAL  COINAGE. 

Value  of  gold. 

Value  of  silver. 

Value  of  copper. 

Total  value  coined. 

1793  to  1817 . 

$5,010,957  50 

$8, 268, 295  75 

$319,  340  28 

$14,198,593  53 

1818  to  1837  . 

17,039,382  50 

40,566,897  15 

476,574  30 

58, 082, 853  95 

1838  . 

1,022,515  (0 

2,293,000  00 

63, 702  00 • 

3,979,217  00 

1839  . 

1,040,747  50 

1,949, 136  00 

31,286  61 

3,021, 170  11 

1840  . 

1,207,437  50 

1,028,003  00 

24,627  00 

2,200,067  50 

1841 . 

710,475  00 

577,750  00 

15,973  67 

1,304,  193  67 

1842  . 

900,017  50 

1,442,500  00 

23,833  90 

2,420,351  40 

1843  . 

4,002,010  00 

2,443,750  00 

24,283  20 

6, 530, 043  20 

1844  . 

1,782,420  00 

1,037,050  00 

23,977  52 

2,843,447  52 

1845  . 

2,574,052  50 

803,200  00 

38, 948  04 

3,416,600  54 

1840 . 

2,234,055  00 

1,347,580  00 

41,208  00 

3, 623,  443  00 

1847  . 

13,290,080  00 

990,450  00 

61,836  69 

14,  348,  306  09 

1848  . 

2,780,930  00 

420,050  00 

64, 157  99 

3,265, 137  99 

1849  . 

7,948,332  00 

922,  950  00 

41,984  32 

8,913,266  32 

1850  . 

27,750,445  60 

409,600  00 

44,467  50 

28,210,513  00 

1851 . 

52,  143,  446  00 

446,  787  00 

99,635  43 

52, 689, 808  43 

1852  . 

51,505,038  50 

847,410  00 

50,630  94 

52, 403, 679  44 

1853  . 

52, 191,018  94 

7,852,571  00 

67, 059  78 

60,111,249  72 

1854  . 

37, 693, 069  58 

5,  373, 270  00 

42, 638  35 

43,108,977  93 

Total . 

284,700,830  52 

79,  020, 849  90 

1,556, 165  52 

365,  337, 845  94 

B — Continued. 

Coinage  of  the  Mint  and  Branch  Mints  from  ilieir  organization  to  the  close  of  the  year  1854. 

MINT  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES  AT  PHILADELPHIA. 


Periods. 

Double  eagles. 

Eagles. 

Half  eagles. 

Three  dollars. 

Quarter  eagles. 

Dollars. 

Fine  bars. 

Pieces. 

Pieces. 

Pieces. 

Pieces. 

Pieces. 

Pieces. 

Pieces. 

Value. 

132, 592 

845, 909 
3,  087,  925 
286,  586 
118,143 
137, 362 
15, 833 

22, 197 
879, 903 
47,  030 
27,021 
18, 859 

1 

!  rn  1837 

7, 200 
38, 248 
47,338 
63,131 
81,507 
75,  462 
6,361 
26, 153 
20, 095 
862, 264 
145,  484 
653, 618 
291,451 
176,328 
263, 106 
201,253 
54,250 

.  i 

27, 578 
611,205 
340,  370 
417,099 
395,  942 
919,781 
260, 775 
133,  070 
64,491 
377,  505 
573, 901 
305, 770 
160,675 

2, 823 

100,546 

6,784 

91,051 
21,598 
29,614 
8,666 
23,294 
252,923 
1, 372,748 
1,  159,661 
1,404,668 
596,258 

! . 

1 . 

666, 567 
481,953 
3,317,671 
2,045,351 
4,076,  051 
1,639,445 

1, 170,261 
2,  087, 155 
2,053,026 
1,261,326 
757, 899 

. 

1 . 

Total . . . . 

138,618 

4,576 
5, 122 

$15,835,998  00 
17,643,270  58 

7,329,667  j  3,145,841 

9, 079, 942 

138,618 

6, 066, 084 

12, 249, 038 

9,698 

33,479,268  58 

DIRECTOR  OF  THE  MINT. 


B— Coinage  of  the  Mint  and  Branch  Mints — Continued. 

MINT  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES  AT  PHILADELPHIA—  Continued. 


SILVER  COINAGE. 


61,005 
173, 000 
184,618 
165, 100 
20, 000 
24,500 
110,600 
140,750 
15,000 
62, 600 
7,500 
1,300 
1,  100 


Half  dollars.  Quarter  dollars. 


13,104,433 
74,793,  560 
3,  546,  000 
3,  334,561 
1,435,  008 
310, 000 
2,012,764 
3,  844,000 
1,766,000 
589, 000 
2, 210, 000 
1, 156, 000 
580, 000 
1,252,000 
227,  000 
200, 730 
77, 130 
3,  532, 708 
2,  982,  000 


116,952, 894 


650,280 
5, 041,749 
832,  000 
491,146 
188, 127 
120, 000 
88,  000 
645,600 
421,200 
922, 000 
510, 000 
734,000 
146, 000 
340, 000 
190, 800 
160, 000 
177,  060 
15, 254, 220 
12, 380, 000 


39,292, 182 


1,007,151 

11,854,949 

1.992.500 
1,053,115 
1,358,580 

1.622. 500 

1.1587.500 
1,370,000 

72, 500 
1,755,000 
31,300 
245,000 
451,500 
839, 000 

1.931.500 
1,026,500 

1.535. 500 
12, 173, 010 

4,  470, 000 


265, 543 
14,  463,  700 
2, 255,  000 
1 , 069, 150 
1,344,085 
1, 150,  000 
815,000 
1,165,000 
430, 000 
1,564,000 
27,000 
1,274,000 
668, 000 
1,309,000 
955,  000 
781,000 
1,000,500 
13, 345, 020 
5, 740,  000 


46,677,105  49,620,998  36,181,900 


5,447,400 
18, 663, 500 
11,400, 000 
671,000 


COPPER  COINAGE. 


TOTAL  COINAGE. 


29,316,272 
46,554,830 
6, 370, 200 
3, 128,661 
2,462,700 
1,597,367 
2, 333, 390 
2, 428, 320 
2,397,752 
3,894,804 
4,120,800 
6, 183, 669 
6,415,799 
4,178,500 
4,426,844 
9,889,707 
5, 063, 094 
6,641, 13' 
4,236,156 


5,235,513 

2,205,200 


39, 864 
39,812 
147,672 


129,694 

55,358 


151,689,996  7,853,113 


52,019,407 
158,882,816 
15,336,518 
9,260,345 
7, 053, 084 
5,  051,831 
7, 483, 180 
10,405,233 
5, 460, 967 
9,283, 607 
7,447,335 
11,545, 278 
8,691,444 
9,519,513 
10, 039, 535 
24,985,716 
32,612,949 
69,  775,  537 
33,919,921 


488,774,216 


Double 

eagles. 


BRANCH  MINT  AT  NEW  ORLEANS. 


GOLD  COINAGE. 


Eagles. 


Half 

eagles. 


32, 500 
6,350 
16, 4U0 
179, 075 
364.600 
41,000 
58, 000 
12, 000 


Quarter 

eagles. 


17,  346 
26,200 
7,180 
19,800 
290, 002 


84,000 
148,  000 
140, 000 


215, 000 
14,000 
290, 000 
140, 000 
290,000 


SILVER  COINAGE. 


949, 000  99, 000  28, 569, 000 


115,000 
815, 000 
367, 000 
957, 000 
2, 268, 000 
2, 005, 000 
2,  094, 000 
2,  304,  000 

2,  584,  000 

3,  180,  000 
2,310,  000 
2, 456, 000 

402, 000 
144,000 
1,328,000 
5, 240, 000 


426, 100 
452, 500 
769,000 
518,  O'  0 
740,  000 


205, 000 
690,000 
1,241,000 
2,  007, 500 
1,950,000 
150,000 


230, 000 


368,000 

412,000 
83,000 
96, 000 
1,332,000 
1,484,000 


300, 000 
510,000 
400, 000 
'430,000 
1, 100,000 
1,770,000 


6,685,600  I  10,983,500 


35,000 
460,(00 
909, 000 
815, 000 
350, 000 


220, 000 


600, 000 
140,  000 
690, 000 
860,000 
260, 000 
2,  360, 000 
1,560, 000 


9, 259,  000 
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B. — Coinage  of  the  Mint  and  Branch  Mints — Continued. 

BRANCH  MINT  AT  NEW  ORLEANS— Continued. 


TOTAL  COINAGE. 

Periods. 

Number  of 
pieces  coined. 

Value  of  gold. 

Value  of  silver. 

Total  value 
coined. 

j  ft  . 

240, 000 
1,282,340 

$22,250 

$22,250 

1839  . . . 

$43,  3G5 

149,500 

192, 8G5 

1840  . 

3,  449, 800 

228, 000 

683, 575 

911,575 

1841 . 

3, 0G0, 030 

94,700 

538, 125 

G32, 825 

1842  . 

4  ,  089,  500 

404,500 

883,250 

1,287,750 

1843  . 

3, 580,139 

3,371,000 

1,278, 500 

4,619,500 

1844  . 

3,  448,  300 

3,010,000 

1, 198,500 

4,208, 500 

1845  . 

2,412,500 

G80, 000 

1,070,000 

1,750,000 

1840  . 

2,  5G8, 780 

1,272,800 

1,211,000 

2,  4K1, 800 

1847  . 

3,  G59, 500 

G,  085,  000 

1,384,000 

7,  469, 000 
1,978,500 

1848  . 

3,815,850 

358, 500 

1,620,000 

1849  . 

2, 988, 900 

454, 000 

1,192,  000 

1,646, 000 

1850  . 

4,  404, 500 

3,GI9, 000 

1, 456, 500 

5, 075, 500 

1851 . 

3,  527, 000 

9, 795,  000 

327, GOO 

10,122,600 

1852  . 

1,418,000 

4,470,000 

152,000 

4,  622, 000 

1853  . 

6, 532,  000 

2, 220, 000 

1,225, 000 

3,  445, 000 

1854  . 

10,332,750 

1,274,500 

3, 246, 000 

4,520,500 

Total... . 

01,409,895 

37,  380,  3G5 

17, 637, 800 

55,018, 165 

BRANCH  MINT  AT  CHARLOTTE,  N.  C. 


GOLD  COINAGE. 


Periods. 

Half  eagles. 

Quarter 

eagles. 

Dollars. 

Total. 

Total. 

Pieces. 

Pieces. 

Pieces. 

Pieces. 

Value. 

to  1^47 

269,  424 
64,472 
64,  823 
63,591 

49,  176 
72, 574 
65,571 
39,283 

123,576 

16,788 

10,220 

9,148 

14,923 

9, 772 

393, 000 
81,260 
86, 677 
79, 705 
105,  366 
91,780 
77, 086 
46,578 

$1,656,060  00 
364,330  00 
361,229  00 
347,791  00 
324,454  50 
396,734  00 
339,  370  00 
214,652  50 

]«4ft 

1849  . 

11,634 

6, 966 
41,267 

9, 434 
11,515 

1850  . 

1851 . 

1852  . 

1853 

]H54 

7,295 

Total . . 

688,914 

191,722 

80,816 

961,452 

4,004,691  00 

DIRECTOR  OF  THE  MINT. 


23 


B. — Coinage  of  the  Mint  and  Branch  Mints — Continued. 

BRANCH  MINT  AT  DAIILONEGA,  GA. 


Periods. 

GOLD  COINAOE. 

Half  eagles. 

Three  dol¬ 
lars. 

Quarter 

eagles. 

Dollars. 

Total. 

Total. 

Pieces. 

Pieces. 

Pieces. 

Pieces. 

Pieces. 

Value. 

1838  to  1847. 

1848  . 

1849  . 

1850  . 

1851  . 

1852  . 

1853  . 

1854  . 

Total . 

576, 553 
47, 465 
39,036 
43, 950 
62,710 
91,452 
89,678 
56,413 

1, 120 

134,101 
13, 771 
10,945 
12, 148 
11,264 
4,  078 
3,  178 
1,760 

21,588 

8,  382 

9,  882 
6,  360 
6,  583 
2,  935 

710, 654 
61,236 
71,569 
64,  480 
83,  856 
101,890 
99,  439 
62, 228 

$3,218,017  50 
271,752  50 
244, 130  50 
258,502  00 
351,592  00 
473,815  00 
462,918  00 
292,760  00 

1,  007,257 

1, 120 

191,245 

55, 730 

1,255,352 

5, 673,  487  50 

BRANCH  MINT  AT  SAN  FRANCISCO. 


From  April  3  to  December  31,  1854. 


Gold. 

Pieces. 

Value. 

Double  eagles  . . . . . . . . . 

141,468 
123,  826 
268 
246 
14,632 
2,264 

8 

$2, 829,  360  00 
1,238,260  00 
1,340  00 
615  00 
14, 632  00 
5,641,504  05 
5,863  16 

Eagles ...... ...... ................ ......... .... ........ 

Half  nfloloB _ _ _ _ _ _ ...... _ _ 

Quarter  eagles _ _ _ _ _ 

Dollars . . . . . . . . . . 

I  In  parted  bars _ _ _ _ _ _ _  .... ...... _ 

Parted  bars _ _ _ _ _ _ ... _ _ 

Total . 

282, 712 

9,731,574  21 

ASSAY  OFFICE,  NEW  YORK. 
From  October  10  to  December  31,  1854. 


Bars  (fine)  822  pieces;  value. 


$2,888,059  18 


B — Continued. 


Summary  exhibit  of  the  coinage  of  the  Mints  to  the  close  of  the  year  1854. 


Mints. 

Commencement 
of  coinage. 

Gold  coinage. 

Silver  coinage. 

Copper  coinage. 

Entile  coinage. 

Value. 

Value. 

Value. 

Pieces. 

Value. 

elphla . . . . 

1793 . 

$284, 760, 830  52 
37, 380, 365  00 
4,004,691  00 
5,  573,  487  50 
9,731,574  21 
2, 888,  039  18 

$79, 020, 849  90 
17, 637, 800  00 

$1,556,165  52 

488,774,216 
61,409,895 
961,452 
1, 255, 352 
282,712 
822 

$365,337,845  94 
55,018,165  00 
4,004,691  00 
5, 573, 487  50 
9,731,574  21 
2,888,039  18 

Means . . . 

1838 . 

>tte . 

1838 . 

aega . 

1838 . 

rancisco . 

1854 . 

'ork  assay  office . 

1854 . 

Total . . . 

344, 338, 987  41 

96, 658, 649  90 

1, 556, 165  52 

552,084,449 

442,553,802  83 

statement  of  the  amount  of  gold  of  domestic  production  deposited  at  the  Mint  of  the  United  States  and  its  branches 

to  the  close  of  1854. 

MINT  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES,  PHILADELPHIA. 


*ls. 

1827. 

Virginia. 

N.  Carolina. 

S.  Carolina. 

Georgia. 

Tennessee. 

Alabama. 

N.  Mexico. 

California. 

Oregon. 

Various 

sources. 

Total. 

| 

$110, 000 
2,519, 500 
1,303, 636 
109,034 
102, 688 
43,  734 
49,440 
65, 248 
45,690 
9, 062 

$110, 000 
5, 063, 500 
2, 623, 641 
241,544 
5, 767, 092 
31,790,306 
47, 074, 520 
49,821,490 
52,  8o7, 931 
35,713,358 

1837. 

1847. 

$427,000 
!  518,294 

57,886 
129,382 
65,991 
69, 052 
83, 626 
52,200 
23,  347 

152, 366 
19,228 
4,309 
759 
12,338 
4,505 
3,522 
1,220 

566,  316 
3,370 
10, 525 
j  5,114 

1  2, 490 

|  3, 420 

1,912 
7, 561 

$12,400 
16, 499 
3, 497 
2,739 
307 
126 

$45, 493 
3,670 
2, 977 
1, 178 
817 
254 

245 

$682' 

1  32, 889 

!  5, 392 

1  890 

;  814 

3,632 
738 

$14, 177- 
5,481,439 
31,667,505 
46, 939,  367 
49, 663, 623 
52, 732, 227 
35,671,185 

$13, 535 

$13,200 

21,037 

144 

326 

5,213 

j  1,426,778 

4, 358, 032 

525,747 

j  2,364,608 

35,568 

54,634 

45, 037 

222,199,523  1  13,535 

39,920 

231, 063, 382 

1847. J 

BRANCH  MINT  AT  NEW  ORLEANS. 

$741 

$14,306 

1,488 

423 

$37,364 
2, 317 

$1,772 

947 

$61,903 

6,717 

4,062 

3,560 

1,040 

$3, 613 

$119, 699 
12, 593 
677, 189 
4, 580, 021 
8,770,722 

3, 777,784 

2, 006, 673 
981,511 

.... 

$1, 124 

669, 921 
4, 575, 567 
8, 769, 682 
3, 777,784 
2, 006,  673 
981,511 

"""""I 

"  2,783 
894 

741 

16,217 

39,681  j 

2,719 

77,282 

20, 782, 262 

7,290 

20, 926, 192 

REPORT  OF  THE  DIRECTOR  OF  THE  MINT. 
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os 

BRANCH  MINT  AT  CHARLOTTE,  N.  C. 


riods. 

Virginia. 

N.  Carolina. 

S.  Carolina. 

Georgia. 

Tennessee. 

Alabama. 

N.  Mexico. 

California. 

Oregon. 

Various 

sources. 

Total. 

to  1847. 

,  $1,529,777 
359, 075 
378,223 
307, 289 
275, 472 
337, 604 
227, 847 
188, 277 

$143,  941 
11,710 
12,  509 
13,000 
25, 478 
64,934 
61,845 
19, 001 

$1,673,718 
■  370,785 
390,732 
320,289 
316, 061 
430, 900 
305, 157 
213,606 

$15,  111 

28,  362 
15, 465 
6,328 

tal . 

3, 603, 564 

352,418 

65,266 

4,021,243 

BRANCH  MINT  AT  DAHLONEGA,  GA. 


to  1847. 

$64,  351 
5,434 
4,  882 
4,500 
1,971 
443 
2,085 
5,818 

$95,  427 
8,151 
7,  323 
5, 700 
3,236 
57, 543 
33,  950 
15,  988 

$2, 978,  353 
251,376 
225,824 
204,473 
154, 723 
93, 122 
56,934 
47,  027 

$32, 175 
2,717 
2, 441 
1, 200 
2,251 
750 
149 
223 

$47,711 
4,  075 
3,661 
1,800 
2,105 

$3,218,017 
271,753 
214, 131 
247,  698 
379,  309 
476, 789 
452, 290 
230,225 

$30,025 

214,072 

321,931 

359,122 

211,169 

$951 

>tal . 

89, 434 

227,  318 

4, 011,882 

41, 906 

59.352 

1, 139, 319 

951 

5, 570,212 

W 

o 

S3 

H 


>-3 

w 

H 


■» 


BRANCH  MINT  AT  SAN  FRANCISCO,  CAL. 


354,  from 
April  3 _ 

$10,865,115 

$10,863,115 

ASSAY  OFFICE  AT  NEW  YORK. 


854,  from 

| 

Oct.  10... 

$167 

$3,916 

$395 

$1,242 

$9, 221,457 

.  . 

$9,227,177 

'Summary,  exhibit  of  the  entire  deposites  of  domestic  gold  at  the  Mint  and  its  branches  and  the  Assay  Office  to  the  close  of  1854. 


Mints  and  Assay 
Office. 

Virginia. 

North  Caro¬ 
lina. 

South 

Carolina. 

Georgia. 

Tennessee. 

Alabama. 

New 

Mexico. 

California. 

Oregon. 

Various 

sources. 

$39,920 

7,290 

OF  THE  MINT. 

1  j  ilisil 

•hiladelphia . 

lew  Orleans _ 

$1,426, 773 

$4,358,  032 
741 

3, 603,  564 
89, 434 

$525,747  ! 
16,217 
352,418 
227, 318 

$2,354,608 

39,681 

$35, 568 
2,719 

$34,631 
77, 282 

$45, 037 

$222, 199, 523 
20, 782, 262 
63, 266 
1,139,319 
10,842,281 
9,221,457 

$13,535 

lahlonega . 

ian  Francisco . 

4,011,882 

41,906 

59,352 

951 

kssay  Office,  N.  Y.. 

Total . 

•  From 

Being  f 

York 

167 

3,916 

395 

1,242 

1,426,925 

the  total  depi 

imount  in  unp 
reducing  sail 

8, 055, 737 

osites  of  gold  ( 

arted  bullion  i 
1  denositos  to 

1,122,095  !  6,417,413 
>f  domestic  production  mus 

redeposited  at  the  mint  dui 

80, 193 

it  be  deduct 

ring  1854  fri 

191,268 

ed  the  sum 

»m  the  bra 

43, 037 

1  of . 

nch  mint,  ! 

264,250, 108 

San  Francisco,  a 

13,535 

ind  assay  0 

48,161 

ffice,  New 

•281,650, 492 

8,041,137 

273,609,355 

to 

DIRECTOR  OF  THE  MINT. 
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D. 

Statement  of  the  amount  of  silver  coined  at  the  Mint  of  the  United 
States,  and  the  Branch  Mint,  New  Orleans,  under  the  act  of  Febru¬ 
ary  21,  1853. 


Mint  United  States, 

Branch  mint,  New 

Total. 

Philadelphia. 

Orleans. 

$7,517, 161 

$1,137,000 

$8, 654, 161 

5, 373, 270 

3,246,  000 

8, 619, 270 

12, 890, 431 

4,  383, 000 

17,273,431 

E. 

Statement  of  the  amount  of  silver  of  domestic  production,  including  silver 
parted  from  California  gold,  deposited  at  the  Mint  of  the  United 
States  and  its  branches,  from  January  1,  1841,  to  December  31,  1854. 


Year. 

Value. 

1R41 . 

$4, 300 
6, 453 
8, 640 
30, 847 
4,769 
3, 066 
6, 407 

1842 . 

1843 . 

1844 . 

1845 . 

1846 . 

1847 . 

1848 . 

1849 . 

39,’  112 
269  253 

1850 . 

1851 . 

1852 . 

404 j 494 
417,279 
328, 199 

1853 . 

1854 . 

Total . 

1  918  483 

DIRECTOR  OF  THE  MINT. 
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REPORT 

OF  THE 

SECRETARY  OF  THE  TREASURY, 


COMMUNICATING 

A  report  of  the  Director  of  the  United  States  Mint  on  the  fineness  and 
value  of  certain  foreign  gold  and  silver  coins. 


Treasury  Department, 

February  8,  1855. 

Sir  :  I  have  the  honor  to  transmit,  herewith,  the  report  of  the  Di¬ 
rector  of  the  United  States  mint,  “  of  the  fineness  and  value  of  cer¬ 
tain  foreign  gold  and  silver  coins,  as  required  by  the  acts  of  Congress 
of  January  25,  1834,  and  March  3,  1843.” 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

■  *  L  JAMES  GUTHRIE, 

Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 

Hon.  Jesse  D.  Bright, 

President  pro  tern.  United  States  Senate. 


Mint  of  the  United  States, 

Philadelphia,  January  29,  1855. 

Sir  :  I  present  the  following  report  on  the  fineness  and  value  of 
certain  foreign  gold  and  silver  coins,  as  required  by  the  acts  oi  Con¬ 
gress  of  January  25,  1834,  and  March  3, 1843  ;  said  coins  being  therein 
made  a  legal  tender  upon  certain  terms,  to  be  ascertained  by  this 
report. 


GOLD  COINS. 

The  gold  coins  of  Great  Britain,  if  not  less  than  915^  thousandths 
fine,  are  receivable  at  94.6  cents  per  pennyweight;  gold  coins  ot 
France,  not  less  than  899  thousandths,  at  92.9  cents  ;  gold  coins  ot 
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Spain,  Mexico,  and  Colombia,  “  of  the  fineness  of  20  carats  3|  carat 
grains,”  which  is  equivalent  to  8G9.14  thousandths,  at  89.9  cents  ; 
and  gold  coins  of  Portugal  and  Brazil,  not  less  than  22  carats,  (91 0^ 
thousandths,)  at  94.8  cents.  Of  the  above,  only  the  coins  of  Great 
Britain  and  France  fulfil  the  terms  of  the  act,  and  there  is  an  upward 
tendency  in  the  fineness  of  British  coins  ;  but  neither  class  has  been 
received  here  for  recoinage  for  more  than  two  years  past,  except  in 
trifling  parcels,  owing  to  the  course  of  trade,  which  has  cutoff  the  im¬ 
portation  of  foreign  gold  coins.  The  standards  of  gold  coinage  in  New 
Granada  (formerly  a  State  of  Colombia)  are  so  entirely  altered  as  to 
render  the  act  of  Congress  obsolete  in  respect  to  that  item.  The  fineness 
of  the  doubloon  has  raised  to  about  894  thousandths,  but  by  decrease 
of  weight  it  has  fallen  in  value  from  about  $15  60  to  about  $15  80. 

SILVER  COINS. 

The  dollars  of  Spanish-American  coinage,  and  those  re-stamped  into 
reis  of  Brazil,  as  also  the  five-franc  pieces  of  France,  were  also  made 
receivable  at  certain  rates,  by  the  acts  before  mentioned;  but  as  those 
coins  are  purchased  at  the  mint  for  recoinage  at  a  premium,  the  pro¬ 
vision  for  making  them  current  may  be  considered  nugatory  and  ob¬ 
solete.  I  subjoin,  however,  a  tabular  statement  of  their  average 
weights  and  fineness,  and  their  value  per  piece  and  per  ounce,  accord¬ 
ing  to  the  rate  at  which  our  whole  dollars  arc  coined;  and  in  the  last 
column  I  have  stated  their  value  per  ounce,  as  paid  for  by  purchase 
at  the  mint.  There  is  much  uncertainty,  however,  about  the  dollar 
of  Central  America,  whose  coinage  is  quite  irregular  as  to  fineness. 

In  general  the  halves,  quarters,  &c.,  of  these  dollars,  are  very  near 
in  fineness  to  the  whole  piece  ;  but  the  public  should  be  aware  that 
half  and  quarter  dollars  of  Bolivia,  commencing  with  the  date  1830, 
and  those  of  South  Peru  of  1835  to  1838,  were  greatly  debased  in 
quality,  and  are  worth  only  about  three-fourths  of  their  nominal 
value.  Such  pieces  are  occasionally  seen  in  our  circulation.  The 
fractions  of  a  dollar  coined  within  a  few  years  in  Central  America,  or 
rather  in  Costa  Rica,  are  still  more  depreciated,  and  very  irregular, 
but  their  mis-shapen  appearance  will  be  enough  to  exclude  them  from 
currency  here. 


.  Denomination. 

Weight. 

Fineness. 

Value  in  cents,  without 
premium. 

Price  at  mint, 
in  cents. 

Grains. 

Thou¬ 

sandths. 

Per 

piece. 

Per  ounce. 

Per  ounce. 

Spanish  pillar-dollars,  and  Brazilian 

restamped . 

Dollars  of  Mexico,  mixed . 

Dollars  of  Peru,  mixed . 

Dollars  of  Bolivia  and  Chili,  mixed.. 

Dollars  of  Central  America . 

Five-francs  of  France,  mixed . 

412J 

41GJ 

415 
4164 

416 
384 

900 

901 
906 

902 
870 
901 

100 

101 
101.2 
101.2 
97.  5 
93.  1 

116.36 
116. 50 
117.  14 
116.63 
112.  48 
116.  50 

122. 50 
122. 64 
123.  32 
122. 77 
118.42 
122.  64 

DIRECTOR  OF  THE  MINT. 
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I  deem  it  proper  to  repeat  the  suggestion  contained  in  my  report 
of  the  28th  of  January  last,  that  the  laws  which  legalize  the  circula¬ 
tion  of  coins  of  other  countries  arc  no  longer  necessary  or  expedient. 
In  no  other  nation  is  this  mixture  of  legal  currencies  admitted  or  al¬ 
lowed.  Whatever  necessity  or  expediency  there  was  at  the  time  they 
were  passed,  in  view  of  the  inconsiderable  coinage  then  executed,  has 
ceased  to  operate  at  this  time,  when  our  annual  coinage  is  scarcely 
inferior  to  that  of  any  other  nation.  If  this  suggestion  is  approved 
and  the  laws  in  question  are  repealed,  it  will  be  proper  to  provide 
that  the  Director’s  annual  report  on  the  coinage  operations  ot  the 
mint  should  embrace  a  statement  of  the  weight,  fineness,  and  value, 
or  purchasing  price  at  the  mint,  of  such  coins  as  are  brought  here  in 
the  course  of  trade  or  by  immigration.  This  would  include  not  only 
the  coins  mentioned  in  this  report,  but  those  also  of  Germany ,  S've' 
den  Norway,  Sardinia,  Switzerland,  &c.  I  must  beg  to  repeat  that 
“  such  a  report  would  be  a  judicious  substitute  for  the  one  now  pre- 

66  nuivc  the  honor  to  be,  with  great  respect  your  faithful  servant, 
JAMES  ROSS  SNOWDEN, 

Director  Mint  U.  S. 

lion.  James  Guthrie, 

Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 
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A  discount  of  10  per  cent,  will  be  allowed  on  bills  if  paid  within  30  days. 

A  discount  of  15  per  cent,  will  be  allowed  for  cash  in  advance. 

The  right  is  reserved  to  require  payment  in  advance  for  any  advertising,  or  to 
discontinue  any  advertising  if  bill  is  not  paid  promptly.  All  advertising  is  re¬ 
ceived  subject  to  the  above  conditions. 

Copy  for  advertisements  must  be  received  by  the  15th  of  the  month  to  insure 
insertion  in  the  following  month's  issue. 

All  matters  pertaining  to  advertising  should  be  addressed  to.  and  all  checks, 
monev  orders,  etc.,  made  pavable  to  F.  G.  Duffield,  Business  Manager,  4215  Fern- 
hill  Ave„  Baltimore,  Md. 


Editorial  Comment — Numismatic  News 


SECRETARY  OF  THE  TREASURY  WILLIAM  H.  WOODIN'. 

The  official  announcement  of  the  appointment  of  William  H.  Woodin  as 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  in  President  Roosevelt's  Cabinet  came  at  a  time 
when  the  banking  structure  of  the  country  seemed  to  crumble  under  the 
weight  of  the  depression  that  has  been  trying  men’s  souls  for  the  last  three 
years.  His  appointment  to  this  important  post  seems  to  have  met  the 
hearty  approval  of  the  people  of  the  country. 

While  Mr.  Woodin  is  a  new  figure  in  public  life,  he  has  been  known  to 
collectors  for  years  as  a  collector  of  coins  and  as  the  co-author,  with  Edgar 
H.  Adams,  of  the  standard  work  on  pattern  coins  of  the  United  States.  For 
a  number  of  years  he  has  been  a  member  of  the  American  Numismatic  As¬ 
sociation.  the  American  Numismatic  Society.  New  York  City,  and  the  New 
York  Numismatic  Club. 

Perhaps  our  readers  will  be  interested  in  knowing  something  more  about 
the  gentleman  who  will  be  at  the  head  of  the  Treasury  Department  for  the 
next  four  years.  The  following  facts  have  been  gleaned  from  a  press  dis¬ 
patch  at  the  time  his  appointment  was  announced: 

Mr.  Woodin  is  moderate  sized,  white  haired,  pleasant  of  speech,  quick  of 
humor,  a  Presbyterian.  Since  1916  he  has  been  president  of  the  American 
Far  and  Foundry  Company.  He  rose  to  that  position  in  sixteen  years,  start¬ 
ing  as  district  manager  of  a  plant  at  Berwick.  Pa  He  was  born  in  Berwick, 
the  son  of  Mr.  and  Mrs.  Clemuel  Ricketts  Woodin.  May  27.  186S.  He  was 
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educated  at  Woodbridge  School  in  New  York,  and  graduated  from  Columbia 
University  School  of  Mines  in  1890. 

Two  years  later  he  was  general  superintendent  of  the  Jackson  &  Woodin 
Manufacturing  Company  at  Berwick.  He  left  that  firm  as  president  to  go 
with  the  American  Car  and  Foundry  Company  in  1  899,  In  less  than  a  year 
he  was  called  to  New  York  to  be  assistant  to  the  first  vice-president.  In 
another  year  he  was  assistant  to  the  president  and  in  1902,  in  little  over  two 
years  after  joining  the  company,  he  became  director. 

With  his  rise  to  the  presidency  he  collected  other  important  industrial 
posts.  He  is  now  chairman  of  the  board  and  member  of  the  executive  com¬ 
mittee  of  the  American  Locomotive  Company;  chairman  of  the  board  of  the 
American  Car  and  Foundry  Company;  chairman  of  the  board  of  the  Brill 
Corporation;  chairman  of  the  board  of  the  Railway  Steel  Spring  Company; 
president  of  the  American  Car  and  Foundry  Export  Company;  president  of 
the  American  Car  and  Foundry  Securities  Company  and  a  director  of  the 
Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  New  York. 

He  is  a  member  of  the  board  of  directors  of  the  Remington  Arms  Com¬ 
pany,  the  Super  Heated  Company,  the  Montreal  Locomotive  Works,  the  Cuba 
Company,  the  Cuba  Railroad  Company,  Compania  Cubana  Consolidated  Rail¬ 
roads  of  Cuba  and  the  American  Ship  and  Commerce  Company. 

The  new  Treasury  head  has  composed  five  symphonies,  a  children's  book 
of  songs  and  numerous  popular  pieces.  The  Berlin  Philharmonic  Orchestra 
recently  played  his  “Oriental  Suite.”  He  does  not  orchestrate  his  own 
music,  doesn't  know  enough  about  the  technique  of  it.  To  get  his  melodies 
he  props  himself  up  in  bed  at  night  with  a  guitar.  His  musical  instruction 
ceased  when  he  was  7  years  old. 

One  other  thing  that  will  take  his  mind  momentarily  from  business  is  a 
tip  that  he  can  find  a  book  with  drawings  by  Cruikshank  in  it.  He  collects 
them.  He  also  goes  in  for  fine  hand  bindings.  He  also  belongs  to  the 
Union  League,  Racquet  and  Tennis,  Railroad,  Metropolitan.  Union.  Law¬ 
yers’,  Lotos  and  India  House  clubs.  He  lives  in  East  Sixty-seventh  street. 
Manhattan.  He  was  married  in  1889,  the  year  before  he  finished  school,  to 
Annie  Jessup,  of  Montrose,  Pa.  They  have  four  children,  William  H.,  Jr., 
Mary,  Anne  and  Elizabeth. 


THE  SWEDISH  ART  SOCIETY  JUBILEE  MEDAL. 


In  commemoration  of  the  Swedish  Art  Society  Jubilee,  1932.  a  medal  in 
silver  has  been  struck,  designed  by  Otto  Strandman,  measuring  5  5  mm. 


The  obverse  has  the  profiles  to  the  right  of  the  founder  of  the  society, 
Count  Axel  Gabriel  Bjelke,  and  its  present  chairman.  Justice  Chancellor 
Axel  Edelstamp,  with  inscription  AXEL  GABRIEL  BJELKE — AXEL  EDEL- 


The  reverse  side  represents  the  Arts  Genius,  with  the  inscription  S\  ERI- 
GES  ALLMANNA  KONSTFORENING  1832-1932.  J.  deL. 
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William  H.  Woodin’s  Collection 


By 


( Paper  read  s 


t  the  Annual  Convention  of  the  American  Numismatic  Association, 
Chicago,  Ill.,  August  26  to  SI,  1933.) 

Secretary  of  the  Treasury  Woodin  is  a  coin  collector  of  the  first  rank 
and  the  possessor  of  the  finest  and  most  complete  collection  of  pattern  and 
trial  coins  ever  brought  together.  His  collection  grew  to  such  proportions 
that  in  1913  he  prepared  and  published  a  book  on  the  subject  entitled 
“United  States  Pattern,  Trial  and  Experimental  Pieces,”  which  ever  since 
has  been  regarded  by  the  numismatic  world  as  the  final  authority  on  the 
subject. 

Pattern  coins  are  those  which  have  been  issued  at  the  mint  as  examp)— 
embracing  the  principal  features  of  a  proposed  coinage,  such  as  mel 
size,  weight,  and  design,  while  tidal  pieces  are  those  which  have  been  sti 
in  various  metals,  as  examples  of  the  dies,  usually  in  copper  or  other 
metal,  showing  the  design  of  the  coins. 

His  collection  contains  many  unusual  and  seldom-seen  pieces,  commei 
in  1792  with  a  sample  half  dime,  or  “disme,”  issued  by  authority  of  I  in¬ 
dent  Washington,  with  an  obverse  of  what  is  said  to  be  that  of  Martha 
Washington,  and  the  silver  metal  having  been  melted  from  some  of  the 
Washington  family  plate. 

Washington  referred  to  this  coin  by  saying:  “There  has  been  a  small 
beginning  in  the  coinage  of  half  dimes,  the  want  of  small  coins  in  circula¬ 
tion  calling  the  first  attention  to  them.”  The  coinage  presses  from  which 
this  piece  was  struck  arrived  at  the  mint  on  Seventh  Street,  Philadelphia, 
September  21,  179.2,  and  first  began  operation  on  October  9  of  that  year. 

Then  there  is  a  sample  dollar  from  the  first  dies  made  for  a  coin  of  this 
denomination,  marking  the  beginning  of  the  “Dollar  of  Our  Daddies,”  bearing 
a  head  of  Liberty  with  flowing  hair. 

In  Mr.  Woodin’s  collection  was  a  specimen  of  the  first  example  of  large 
copper  cent,  but  of  special  design,  which  was  regularly  issued  at  the  mint 
from  1793  to  1867,  when  the  design  was  discontinued.  This  cent  was  known 
to  numismatists  as  the  “Birch  Cent,”  after  the  name  of  the  engraver.  It 
wgs  of  a  design  very  different  from  the  cent  of  regular  issue,  having  a  female 
head  to  the  right,  and  around  the  border  the  inscription,  “Liberty  Parent 
of  Science  and  Industry.”  The  date,  “1792,”  was  below  the  bust  The 
reverse  design  was  very  much  like  that  borne  by  the  large  cent  for  so  many 
years,  having  “ONE  CENT”  inclosed  By  a  circular  wreath,  and  around  the 
border  “United  States  of  America,”  with  “1-100”  below  the  bowknot  of  the 
wreath.  This  coin  is  very  much  esteemed  by  collectors,  who  place  a  high 
value  on  it,  as  there  are  only  a  very  few  specimens  known. 

A  very  large  and  complete  collection  of  the  famous  Gobrecht  dollars 
Is  shown  by  the  collection.  These  were  made  at  the  mint  in  response  to  a 
plan  for  a  change  in  the  design  and  weight  of  the  silver  dollar,  which  had 
J*®1*  ^continued  at  the  niiat  since  1804.  The  law  was  passed  on  January’ 
18,  1837.  Christian  Gobrecht,  the  engraver,  was  originally  from  Lancaster. 
Pa.*  where  he  engraved  the  dies  lor  banknotes  and  calico  printing.  He  wasr 
reluctant  to  attempt  the  work  of  the  new  dies,  but  was  finally  prevailed* 
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upon,  and  some  ofhis  coins  show  the  name  of  “Gobrecht”  lit  small  letters 
on  the  base  of  the  obverse  design.  This  set  is  regarded  as  the  finest  set  of 
designs  for  the  dollar  ever  issued  at  the  Mint,  each  bearing  a  large  flying 
eagle  reverse.  This  reverse  is  said  to  have  been  the  design  of  Titian  Peale, 
son- of  fh» /famous  Colonial  portrait  painter,  Charles  Willson  Pealev  the 
well-known  museum  proprietor.  The  obverse  of  the  Gobrecht  dollar  with 
the  familiar  figure  of  Liberty  seated,  which  was  used  continuously  until 
the  year  1891,  Is  said  to  have  been  the  design  of  Thomas  Sully,  another  great 
painter.  These  pattern  dollars  are  dated  1836,  1838,  and  1839,  and  embrace 
at  least  eight  varieties.  They  are  also  much  sought  by  collectors,  and  all 
are  held  at  a  high  premium.  Mr.  Gobrecht  designed  a  number  of  half  ddHars 
as  well.  ~ 

"Mr.  Wood  in’s  collection  contains  many  examples  of  half  dollars  of  the 
period,  showing  flying  eagles  in  various  styles,  from  one  of  which  was  taken 
the  flying  eagle  that  appeared  on  the  little  cents  that  made1  their  appearance 
for  general  use  in  1857,  and  which  was  largely  used  to  redeem  the  large 
cents  and  the  great  quantity  of  Spanish  silver  coins  in  circulation  at  the 
time,  which  had  been  made  legal  tender  by  law. 

A  remarkable  coin  included  in  this  collection  was  a  gold  .quarter  eagle  Of 
regular  design,  bearing  the  letters  “CAL”  stamped  as  with  a  punch  which 
had  been  made  from  the  first  lot  of  gold  to  reach  the  mint  from  the  newly 
discovered  mines  of  California.  At  first  there  was  some  doubt  as  to  whether 
this  was  really  gold'.  The  Governor  of*  California,  Robert  Mason,  in  184  8  sent 
these  gold  specimens,  which  had  been  gathered  from  various  placers,  to 
Brigadier  General  Jones,  who,  in  turn,  forwarded  them  to  the  Secretary  of 
War,  who,  in  turn,  sent  them  to  the  Director  of  the  Mint',  instructing  him 
that  if  the  metal  was  gold  a  certain  quantity  he  used  in  the  striking  of  a 
coupio  of  medals,  provision  for  which  had  been  made  by  Congress,  and  the 
remainder  be  Used' in  striking  quarter  eagles,  bearing  a  distinguishing  mark, 
these  to  be  turned  over  to  any  applicant  at  face  value.  The  coins  are  readily 
distinguished  from  the  average  United  States  gold  coins,  as  they  contained 
a: 'large  percentage  of  silver,  which  gave  them  a  brassy  color,  in  contrast  to 
the  regular  mint  gold  pieces  which  are  alloyed  with  copper,  having  a  reddish 
color.  -  h  .  ■  *  ■  S'  . 

The  collection  also  contains  the  only  half  dollar  in  gold  ever  issue#  at 
the  mint  by  the  United  States.  There  are  numerous  pieees  of  this  denomina¬ 
tion  issued*  ih;  California  by  private  persons,  but  they  were  never  used  as 
money,  and  issued  without  authority.  But  the  United  States  half  dollar  is 
of  unique  design,;  and  dated.  1852. '  The  center  of  the  coin  is  perforated,  and 
surrounding  the  perforation  is  inscribed  “United  States  of  America.”  It  is 
known  to  numismatists  as  the  “gold  ring  half  dollar”  and  of  excessive 
rarity. 

In  1858'  there  were  issued  ait  the  mint  a  large  number  of  patterns  for 
cents,  many  of  them  embracing  the  design  of  Engraver  James  B.  Longacre 
and  Showing  the  Indian  Princess'  head,  which  was  used  on  coins  of  this 
denomination. ;  for  many  years,  '  and  familiar  to  everyone.  The  origlhkl 
patterns  owned  by  Mr.  Woodin  of  1858  showed  this  Indian  obverse  coupled 
with  reverses'of  different  forms,  with  wreaths  made  up  of  cotton  and  tobacco 
leaves?  laurel  wreaths,  and  the  well-known  adopted  reverse  of  oak  leaves. 

;  Mf.  Woodfnfs  coifiS  bearing  the  first  use  of  the  motto  “In*  Cod  we  Trust” 
embrace  everydenominatioh.  The  motto  oh  United  States  coins  was  adopted 
as  a  result  of  a  letter  written  November  13,  1861,  by  Rev.  M.  R.  Watkinson, 
off- Ridleyville',  Pa.,  to  Secretary' of  the  Treasury  Salmon  P.  Chase,  in  which 
bereccrmmended  the  recognition  of  the  Almighty  God  In  some  form  on  our 
coins.  Secretary  Chase  thought  the  suggestion  a  good  one.  and  in  a  letter 
to  James  Pollock*- then  Director  of  the:  Mint,,  said  k*tbat  the  trust  of  our 
peopTe' in' God  should  be  declared  on  our  national  coins,”  and  recommended 
a  device  in  the  fewest  and  tersest  words  possible  this  national  recognition.” 
The  first  pieces  to* show  an  adaptation  of  it  wfere  a  half  eagle  and  half  dollar 
of  1861,  contained  in  the .  collection,  with  the  motto :  reading  “G6d  Our 
Trust.”  •’  '’'-’"“SP 

It  was  ndt  until  1865  that"  Congress  provided  for  the  placing  of  the;imottb 
“In  God  Wb  Trust”  on  the  silver  aDd  gold  coins  by  adt'  of  March  3  bf  that '• 
year,  and  Mr.  Woodin’s  collection  shows  the  whole  set  of  gold  denominations, 
from  the  double  eagle  downward,  bearing  this  motto  /  .  ,  * 

In  1866  were  issued  a  large  number  of  pattern  flve-cent  nickel  coins  of 
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687, 


various  designs,  many  of  them  bearing  the  head  of  Washington,  and  qne 
with  the  head  of  Lincoln.  These  were  all  very  interesting,  but  none  was 
adopted. 

Mr.  Woodin  shows  the  first  aluminum  coin  to  be  issued  by  the  mint.  .  A. 
specimen  of  this  coin  was  forwarded  to.  Prof.  Charles  E.  Apthon, ,  secretary, 
of  the  American  Numismatic  Society,  of  New  York,  by  H.  R.  Linderman, 
Director  of  the  Mint,  saying:  “In  accordance  with  the  rules  recently  adopted 
I  have  the  pleasure  of  inclosing  for  the  Society  which  you  represent  the  first 
pattern  piece  struck  under  the  new  system  of  distribution.  It  is  a  flve-cent 
piece,  .struck  in  the  new  metalr— aluminum — -with  entirely  new  devices  and 
intended,  to  weigh  the  same  as  the  silver  half  dime  (19.2  gr.  or  .04  ounce) 
...  It  is  just  the  size  of  the  half  eagle  .  .  .  upon  the  theory  of  giving  full 
intrinsic  value,  consequently  it  contains  aluminum,  to  the  amount  of  full 
five  cents  in  currency.'’  The  design  of  this  aluminum  piece,  the  work  of 
James  B.  Longacre,  showed  on  the  obverse,  the  bust  to  left  of  an  Indian 
Princess,  below  “1868,”  and  on  the  reverse  a  United  States  shield  bearing 
a  large  “V.”  The  year  1868  was  especially  noted  for  the  striking  of  an 
international  flve-dollar  piece  of  unusual  design,  the  work  of  the  well-known 
mint  engraver,  Anthony  C.  Paquet.  This  coin  was  suggested  by  Samuel  B. 
Ruggles,  the  United  States  delegate  to  the  French  Commission  of  Coins  and 
Medals.  In  July,  1867,  representatives  of  the  United  States,  France  and 
Austria,  provided  for  the  Issue  of  a  gold  coin  of  the  weight  and  value  of  26 
francs  for  international  use,  by  which  plan  the  ten  florins  of  Austria  was  to. 
be  made  equal  in  weight  to  that  of  the  26-franc  piece  of.  France,  the  coin 
of  each  nation  to  be  stamped  with  the  bust  of  its  emperor.  The  bust  ot  Mr. 
Paquet’s  coin  bears  a  female  head,  and  the.  reverse  a.  wreath  inclosing  "5 
Dollars  25  Francs.” 

Mr.  Woodin’s  collection  contains  many  interesting  designs  for  the  Trade 
dollar,  and  shows  the  trade  dollars  of  1873  and  1884  and  1885,  which  are  of 
excessive  rarity..  ....  _ 

In  1876  there  were  issued  two  full  sets,  of  patterns  for  the  regular  silver 
dollar,  many  of  them  quite  beautiful.  There  were  eight  pieces  in  each  apt, 
which  included  the  Trade  and  commercial  dollars  of  the  year.  Mr.  Woodin 
shows  a  full  set  of  these  rare  pieces. 

Mr.  Woodin’s  collection  showed  the  celebrated  flfty-dollar  coins  in  goid 
at  one  time.  They  were  dated  1877,  and  were  the  only  pieces  erf  ther  de¬ 
nomination  ever  issued  in  the  metal,  and  are  now  in  the  Government  collec¬ 
tion  at  Washington.  These  coins  had  been  issued  in  response  to  a  bill 
introduced  in  Congress  by  Senator  William  M.  Gwin,  of  California,  for  the 
striking  of  large  denominations  to  rbe  called  “Union,”  “Half  Union,”  and 
“Quarter  Union,”  of  $100,  $50,  and  $25;  Senator  Gwin  had  brought  the 
matter  of  striking  five  and  ten  eagle  pieces  before  the  Senate,  which  had 
passed  that  body,  but  failed.  $o  meet-the  approval  of  .  the  House. 

The  collection  shows  many  attractive  patterns  of  1879,  of  various  denomi¬ 
nations,  the  most  important  being  the  “Stella,”  or-  four-dollar  gold  piece, 
four  pieces  in  all,  dated  1879  and,  1880.  -  The  design  of  all  the  Stellas  had 
the  same  reverse,  a  large  star,  bearing  the  inscription.  “One  Stella,  400. 
Cents.”  The  obverses  were  of  two  designs,  oue  with  Liberty  wearing  flowing 
hair,  and  the  .  other  showing  her  with  tightly  plaited  hair,  illustrating  the 
style  worn  by  the  ladies  in  the  early  eighties:  Both  designs  were  ,the  work 
of  the  Chief  Engraver  of  the  mint,  the  latj$  Charles  E.  Barber,  .(who  was 
responsible  for  so  many  handsome  designs.  ......  ,t,  . 

There  are  two  varieties  of  the  flye-cent  nickel  piece  with  perforated  center. 
These  are  dated  1884  and  1885  and  are  very,  rare,  In  this  set  aj-e.  , two.  anpr; 
cent  pieces  of  the. same  design  and  of  equal  rarity.  ' 

For  quite,  a  while  Mr. ..Woodin  devoted  himself  to  the  collection  of-  the 
early  gold  denominations,  of  $10,  $5,;  *8,  $2.60  and  $1,  and  devoted  himself 
chiefly  to  the  collection  of  the  varieties  of  the  flve-dollar  piece,  of  which  there 
are  .fourteen  varieties,  of  the  year  1795  alone,  some  of  .them  of -excessive 
rarity  and  exceedingly,  high  priced.  His  gold  coin  collecting  extended,  to 
mint-mark  collecting,  which  embraced  all  the  foregoing  denominations  and 
including  the  twenty-dollar  piece;.  This  series  is  the  most  interesting  of  the 
iof,  but  one  of  the  dates,  1849,  is  missing,  for  the  reason  that  there  is  only 
one  known  specimen,  which  is  in  the  Government  collection.  The  Mint 
authorities  had  just  time  to  have  the  dies  made  and  one  piece  struck  in  the 
latter  part  of  1849,  after  the  bill  was  passed. 


WILLIAM  HARTMAN  WOODIN. 

After  an  illness  of  several  months,  William  H.  Woodin,  former  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury,  industrialist,  banker,  composer  and  numismatist,  died  in 
New  York  City  on  May  3  of  an  infection  of  the  throat.  He  was  in  his  66th 
year.  He  had  been  a  member  of  the  A.  N.  A.  for  several  years.  He  served 
as  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  in  the  Roosevelt  administration  from  March 
4,  1933,  to  November  16,  when,  upon  his  request,  he  was  granted  a  leave 
of  absence  on  account  of  illness.  He  went  to  Tucson,  Arizona,  to  recuper¬ 
ate,  and  on  January  1,  1934,  resigned  his  Cabinet  position.  Later  he  re¬ 
turned  to  his  home  in  New  York,  and  on  April  2  was  taken  to  the  Manhat¬ 
tan  Eye  and  Ear  Hospital,  where  he  died  a  month  later.  (A  sketch  of  Mr. 
Woodin’s  career  was  published  in  the  April,  1933,  issue  of  The  Numis¬ 
matist.) 

Letter  From  President  Thorson  to  Mrs.  Woodin. 

Mrs.  William  H.  Woodin, 

2  East  67th  St.,  New  York  City. 

Dear  Madame — The  American  Numismatic  Association  wishes  to  convey 
to  you  and  your  family  its  deep  sympathy  and  to  offer  its  condolence  in 
your  great  loss.  Mr.  Woodin  was  one  of  our  distinguished  and  active  mem¬ 
bers  for  many  years.  His  sympathetic  interest  for  our  Association’s  wel¬ 
fare  and  the  late  official  guidance'  given  our  fraternity  will  always  be  a 
fond  memory.  Respectfully, 

NELSON  T.  THORSON, 

President  of  the  A.  N.  A. 

Omaha,  Neb.,  May  4,  1934. 


CALL  FOR  A.  N.  A.  NOMINATIONS. 

Members  of  the  American  Numismatic  Association  are  hereby  requested*, 
to  exercise  their  privilege,  granted  in  Article  4  of  our  by-laws,  hy  nominat¬ 
ing  candidates  for  the  elective  offices  of  the  association. 

The  officers  to  be  eleeted  at  the  next  convention,  which  will  be  held  in 
Cleveland,  Ohio,  August  18  to  23,  inclusive,  at  the  Carter  Hotel,  are  the 
following:  President,  First  Vice-President,  Second  Vice-President,  General 
Secretary,  Treasurer,  Librarian-Curator,  Chairman  of  the  Board  of  Gover¬ 
nors  and  four  members  of  the  Board  of  Governors. 

General  Secretary,  Harry  T.  Wilson,  535  N.  Sawyer  Ave.,  Garfield  Park 
Station,  Chicago,  Ill.,  will  receive  nominations  up  to  July  18,  1934,  for  list¬ 
ing  on  the  official  ballots.  Nominations  made  after  that  will  be  received 
until  noon  of  the  second  day  of  the  convention. 

Inasmuch  as  the  activities  of  the  association  are  continually  increasing, 
the  Board  of  Governors  urge  the  members  to  give  serious  thought  to  the 
selection  of  their  candidates  and  nominate  men  well  qualified  to  serve  if 
they  should  be  elected. 

HARLEY  L.  FREEMAN, 
Chairman  Board  of  Governors. 

Cleveland,  Ohio,  May  10,  1934. 

(Editor’s  Noter— In  connection  with  the  above  call  for  nominations  for 
A.  N.  A.  officers,  members  are  advised  that  nominations  sent  direct  to  The 
Numismatist  cannot  be  published.  They  should  be  sent  to  the  General 
Secretary,  who  will  cause  them  to  be  published.  By  following  the  letter 
and  the  spirit  of  the  by-laws,  disappointment  and  misunderstanding  may 
be  avoided.) 

LETTER  FROM  PHILIPPINE  ISLANDS. 

President  Thorson,  of  the  A.  N,  A.,  has  received  the  following  letter  from 
Gilbert  S.  Perez,  District  Secretary  for  the  Philippine  Islands,  and  a  promi¬ 
nent  member  of  the  Philippine  Numismatic  Society: 

“The  present  depression  and  the  gold  embargo  have  both  hit  local  col¬ 
lectors  rather  hard.  We  have  been  able  to  hold  our  own;  that  is,  what  be- 


American  Numismatic  Association 

WORLD'S  LARGEST  ORGANIZATION  FOR  COLLECTORS  OF  COINS,  TOKENS,  MEDALS  &  PAPER  MONEY 


CERTIFICATION  SERVICE 


Written  in  our  97th  Year 


December  21,  1987 

Eric  P.  Newman 
6450  Cecil  Avenue 
St.  Louis,  HO.  63105 

Dear  Eric: 

The  X-Ray  spectroscopy  was  performed  on  your  coins  yesterday,  the  results  are  as 
follows : 

1854  1/2  Cent  (suspected  copper-nickel  composition). 

1.  Area  tested- Obverse  above  and  to  the  right  of  the  date: 


Elements 

tested 

Percentage  of  Element  in  Sample 

1. 

Copper 

79.96% 

2. 

Tin 

16.11% 

3. 

Silver 

3.88% 

4. 

Nickel 

.04%  Probably  a  trace  element 

2.  Area  tested-Miss  Liberty’s  Profile: 

A.  Results  nearly  the  same  as  above  (under  1%  deviation) . 

1854  1/2  Cent  (Regular  Issue,  Copper) 

1.  Area  tested-Obverse  above  and  to  the  right  of  the  date: 

A.  Elements  tested  Percentage  of  Element  in  Sample 


1. 

Copper 

98.79% 

2. 

Tin 

.37% 

3. 

Silver 

.84% 

4. 

Nickel 

0% 

2.  Area  tested-Miss  Liberty's  Profile: 

A.  Results  nearly  the  same  as  above  (under  1%  deviation) . 

1856  1/2  Cent-Copper  Nickel 

1.  Area  tested-Obverse  above  and  to  the  right  of  the  date: 

A.  Elements  tested  Percentage  of  Element  in  Sample 


1. 

Copper 

91.10% 

2. 

Tin 

0% 

3. 

Silver 

0% 

4. 

Nickel 

8.90% 

818  North  Cascade  Avenue  •  Colorado  Springs ,  CO  80903-3279  •  303/632-2646 


Eric  P.  Newman 
December  22,  1987 
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2.  Area  tested-Miss  Liberty’s  Profile: 

A.  Results  nearly  the  same  as  above  (under  1%  deviation) . 

1856  1/2  Cent-Copper 

1.  Area  tested-Obverse  above  and  to  the  right  of  the  date: 

A.  Elements  tested  Percentage  of  Element  in  Sample 


1. 

Copper 

99% 

2. 

Tin 

Trace 

3. 

Silver 

Trace 

4. 

Nickel 

Trace 

2.  Area  tested-Obverse-Miss  Liberty’s  Profile: 

B.  Results  nearly  the  same  as  above  (under  1%  deviation). 

I  am  at  a  loss  to  explain  the  composition  of  the  alloyed  1854  Half  Cent,  as  I  have 
seen  no  previous  text  mentioning  this  particular  alloy.  A  suggestion  that  more  tin 
was  added  "in  an  attempt  to  prevent  the  bronze  pieces  from  tarnishing”  can  be  found 
in  a  letter  of  James  C.  Booth,  the  melter  and  assayer  of  the  mint. 

This  portion  of  the  letter  is  paraphased  in  Judd’s  Pattern  Book  under  the  year  1854. 
The  accounting  Department  will  bill  you  for  the  surface  analysis. 

I  hope  that  I  have  been  of  useful  service  to  you. 


JPM: lm 


'£>o  ui 


625  SECRET ARIA  de  Hacienda  y'&redito  Publico.  Meraorla  de  la  Dlreccion  nvrrmx  c -  .  - -  -  - -  ^ 

de  la  Casa  de  Moneda  de  Mexico  Correspondiente  al  Aiio  Fiscal  de  1948, 1949, 

1954, 1955, 1956, 1957,  1958, 1970  &  1972.  9  card -covered  volumes.  (100.00) 


626  SIRCAR,  D.  C.  Studies  in  Indian  Coins.  Delhi.  1968. 405  pages.  26  plates. 
Cloth,  d.  j.  (also)  GUPTA,  P.  Lai.  India-The  Land  and  the  People.  Coins.  New 
Delhi,  1969.  241  pages,  34  plates.  Cloth,  d.  j.  (35.00) 


628  SOBRINO,  J.  M.  La  Moneda  Mexlcana.  Su  Historia.  Mexico,  1972, 33 1 

pages,  358  color  illustrations.  Red  cloth-backed  pictorial  boards,  gilt,  inscribed.  As 
new.  (30.00) 

629  SPRING,  A.  W.  The  First  National  Bank  of  Denver  (Clark,  Gruber  A 

Co.).  The  Formative  Years  1860-1965.  Denver,  n.  d.  46  pages,  ill.,  including  gold 
coins  printed  in  gilt.  4to.  Printed  card  covers.  (20.00) 

630  STfiNUIT,  R.  Treasures  of  the  Armada.  1973.  282  pages,  well  ill., 

including  coins.  Brown  cloth,  gilt,  d.  j.  (20.00) 

631  STEVENSON,  Roach  &  Madden.  A  Dictionary  of  Roman  Coins.  London, 
1964  reprint,  viii,  929  pages,  text  ilL  Red  cloth,  gilt,  d.  j.  As  new.  (45.00) 


644  UNITED  States  Congress.  American  State  Papers.  Documents,  Legisla¬ 
tive  and  Executive,  of  the  Congress  of  the  United  States.  Finance.  VoL  V:  1824- 
1828.  Washington,  1859.  ix,  1143,  xv  pages.  Folio.  Original  diced  calf  and  marbled 
boards,  gilt,  spine  badly  worn,  front  cover  loose,  internally  fine.  (100.00) 


645  UNITED  States  Government.  Annual  Reports  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  on  the  State  of  the  Finances.  Washington,  D.  C.,  1860, 1870-1883, 1886 
(Vol.  I  only),  1887.  Seventeen  volumes,  mostly  in  the  original  cloth,  gilt,  some 
bindings  worn  and  repaired.  (50.00) 


646  UNITED  States  Government.  The  Report  of  the  Director  of  the  Mint  for 
1854.  31  pages.  Disbound,  contents  a  little  foxed.  (35.00) 


647  UNITED  States  Government.  A  report  of  the  operations  of  the  Mint  and 
its  branches,  for  the  Year  1855.  47  pages.  Disbound.  (35.00) 


648  UNITED  States  Government.  Annual  Report  of  the  Director  of  the  Mint 

for  1932.  Black  cloth,  gilt.  (20.00) 

649  UNITED  States  Government.  Annual  Report  of  the  Director  of  the  Mini 

for  1966,  1973  &  1976.  Three  volumes,  printed  card  covers.  Also  included  is  i 
Treasury  Dept  brochure  entitled  The  Dollar  of  the  Future  lauding  the  Susan  B 
Anthony  dollar  coin.  (25.00) 


632  STEVENSON,  Roach  &  Madden.  A  Dictionary  of  Roman  Coins.  London, 
1964  reprint,  viii,  929  pages,  text  ill.  Cloth,  a  few  spots  on  front  cover.  (30.00) 

633  STEWART,  F.  H.  History  of  the  First  United  States  Mint.  1974  Quarter- 

man  reprint.  209  pages,  ill.  Cloth,  d.  j.  (30.00) 

634  SWIATEK  &  Breen.  The  Encyclopedia  of  United  States  Silver  &  Gold 

Commemorative  Coins  1892  to  1954.  1981.  362  pages,  ill.  4to.  Cloth,  d.  j.  Also 
included  are  Iacovo’s  1979  Comprehensive  Guide  and  Slabaugh’s  1962  work. 
Three  bound  volumes.  (45.00) 

635  SYDENHAM,  E.  A. Historical  References  to  Coins  of  the  Roman 

Empire.  London,  1968.  155  pages,  ill.  Red  boards,  gilt.  (20.00) 

636  TAXAY,  D.  Money  of  the  American  Indians  and  other  primitive 
currencies  of  the  Americas.  N.Y.,  1970.  158  pages,  ill.  Cloth,  d.  j.  (20.00) 


650  UNITED  States  Government.  Index  to  the  Executive  Documents  of  tht 

House  of  Representatives  for  1884-’85.  Washington,  1885.  627  pages.  Full  calf 
binding  worn.  Also  included  are  Reports  upon  the  Production  of  Precious  Metals 
for  1898  &  1902  in  the  original  black  cloth,  gilt;  1896  Information  respecting 
United  Stales  Bonds,  Paper  Currency,  Coin. . .,  paper  covers  worn  and  soiled; 
Domestic  and  Foreign  Coins  Manufactured  by  Mints  of  the  United  States,  1792- 
1965,  1793-1970,  1793-1973  &  1793-1976,  all  in  card  covers;  The  World’s 
Monetary  Stocks  of  Gold,  Silver,  and  Coins  in  1973  &  1974,  card  covers;  1974 
House  of  Representatives  hearing  To  Authorize  a  Change  in  the  Composition  of  the 
One-Cent  Coin,  self-covered.  Eleven  volumes  in  all.  (50.00) 

651  UTBERG,  Neil  S.  Mexican  Numismatics.  1962-1976.  Thirteen  different 

paper-covered  volumes  covering  various  aspects  of  Mexican  numismatics.  Octavo 
&  quarto.  (50.00) 

Most  useful. 

652  VALENTINE,  D.  W.  The  United  States  Half  Dimes.  1975  colleaed 

Quarterman  edition.  273  pages,  ilL  Cloth,  d.  j.  (35.00) 


}' 


> 


637  TAXAY,  D.  1971.  The  Comprehensive  Catalogue  And  Encyclopedia  of 

United  States  Coins.  N.Y.,  1970.  397  pages,  ill.  Blue  boards,  d.  j.  Fine.  Also 
included  is  Counterfeit,  Mis-Struck  and  Unofficial  U.  S.  Coins,  1 963 ,  cloth,  binding 
a  little  faded  else  fme.  (35.00) 

638  THIAN,  R.  P.  Register  of  the  Confederate  Debt.  1972  Quarterman  reprint. 

190  pages,  frontis.  Gray  boards.  (30.00) 

639  TINGSTROM,  B.  Swedish  Coins  1521-1968.  Stockholm,  1969. 271  pages, 

ilL  Bound,  d.  j.  Also  included  is  Hobson’s  Catalogue  of  Scandinavian  Coins,  1972, 
bound.  (25.00) 

640  TROXELL,  H.  A.  The  Coinage  of  the  Lycian  League.  N.  Y.,  ANS  NNM 
No.  162,  1982.  2655  pages,  44  fine  plates.  Light  yellow  cloth,  gilt.  (30.00) 

641  UNITED  States  Congress.  American  State  Papers.  Documents,  Legisla¬ 

tive  and  Executive,  of  the  Congress  of  the  United  States.  Finance.  VoL  II:  1803- 
1815.  Washington,  1832.  viii,  (5)-921,  xiv  pages.  Folio.  Original  diced  calf  and 
marbled  boards,  gilt,  joints  broken,  internally  fine.  (100.00) 

A  prime  source  of  informaticn  relating  to  the  early  operations  of  the  U.  S.  Mint  and  American 
coinage  and  currency.  Rare-only  300  to  500  copies  of  the  various  volumes  were  printed.  Each 


653  VALENTINE,  W.  H.  Sassanian  Coins.  London,  1921.  (4),  118,  (2)  pages," 


654  VALENTINE,  W.  H.  Copper  Coins  of  India/Modern  Copper  Coins  of  j 

the  Muhammadan  States.  1971  &  1969  Spink  reprints.  Two  volumes.  Green 
boards,  gilt.  Also  included  is  the  1969  reprint  of  Whitehead’s  Indo-Greek  Coins,  / 
brown  cloth,  gilt;  and  the  reprint  of  Rapson’s  The  Coinage  of  Ancient  and  Medieval 
India,  card  covers.  (45.00)  * 

655  VAN  Allen  &Mallis.  Comprehensive  Catalogue  and  Encyclopedia  of  U. 

S.  Morgan  and  Peace  Silver  Dollars.  N.  Y.,  1976. 3 1 6  pages,  ill.  4to.  Black  cloth,  <■ 
d.  j.  Also  included  is  the  1971  edition  in  printed  card  covers;  the  1963  Klaes  work  , 
on  die  varieties  and  Van  Allen’s  1965  work,  inscribed  to  Col.  Kriz,  in  card  covers.  ( 
Four  volumes  in  all.  (45.00) 

656  WALLACE,  L.  H.  Real  de  Catorce,  Mexico.  The  Incredible  City. 

Mission,  1965. 1 16  pages,  ill.  4to.  Cloth,  d.  j.  Also  included  is  Watkins’  profusely 
illustrated  1971  Gold  and  Silver  in  the  West,  4to,  cloth,  d.j.;  Roberts’  1971  The 
California  Gold  Rush,  oblong  4to,  cloth,  d.  j.;  and  Paul’s  1969  California  Gold,  card 
covers.  Four  volumes  in  all.  (50.00)  <5 


642  UNITED  States  Congress.  American  State  Papers.  Documents,  Legisla¬ 

tive  and  Executive,  of  the  Congress  of  the  United  States.  Finance.  VoL  III: 
1815-1822.  Washington,  1834.  vii,  837,  x  pages.  Folio.  Original  diced  calf  and 
marbled  boards,  gilt,  joints  broken,  internally  fine.  (100.00) 

643  UNITED  States  Congress.  American  State  Papers.  Documents,  Legisla¬ 
tive  and  Executive,  of  the  Congress  of  the  United  States.  Finance.  VoL  TV:  1822- 
1824.  Washington,  1858.  vi,  1077,  xiii  pages.  Folio.  Original  diced  calf  and 
marbled  boards,  gilt,  spine  worn,  front  cover  loose,  internally  fine.  (100.00) 


657  WEST,  L.  C.  Gold  and  Silver  Coin  Standards  in  the  Roman  Empire.  N. 
Y.,  ANS  NNM  No.  94,  1941.  199  pages.  16mo.  Tan  card  covers.  Fine.  (30.00) 

658  WEYL,  A. Die  Jules  Fonrobert’sche  Sammiung  iiberseeischer  Miinzen 

und  Medaillen.  Amerika.  II.  Abtheilung:  Central-Amerika.  a)  Mexiko.  1970 
OIN  reprint.  (4),  (561)4164  pages,  ilL  Brown  cloth,  gilt.  (35.00) 

659  WHITEHEAD,  R.  B.  Catalogue  of  Coins  in  the  Lahore  Museum.  VoL  II: 

Coins  of  the  Mughal  Emperors.  1977  reprint,  cxv,  440  pages,  21  plates.  Cloth, 
dust  jacket.  (30.00) 
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MAIL  BID  SALE  THIRTY-THREE 

NUMISMATIC  LITERATURE 

The  David  Sonderman  Library,  Part  II  of  the  Col.  R.  F.  Kriz  Library 
and  Other  Properties 

Closing  Date:  February  6,  1988 


TERMS  OF  SALE 


1.  This  is  a  mail  bid  auction  sale.  All  lots  will  be  sold  to  the 
highest  bidder.  Bids  will  be  treated  as  limits  and  lots  will  be 
purchased  below  the  maximums  where  competition  permits.  Lots 
will  be  sold  on  the  date  indicated. 

2.  Six  percent  state  sales  tax  will  be  added  to  the  cost  of  all  lots 
delivered  in  California. 

3.  Mail  bid  auction  sales  are  not  approval  sales.  No  lot  may  be 
returned  without  written  permission,  and  such  permission  must  be 
requested  within  three  days  after  receipt  of  lots  purchased.  By  sub¬ 
mitting  your  bids  you  agree  to  the  Terms  of  Sale  herewith  set  forth. 

4.  Bidders  unknown  to  us  must  supply  acceptable  credit  refer¬ 
ences  or  a  25%  deposit  to  assure  entry  of  their  bids. 

5.  A  ten  percent  buyer’s  premium  will  be  added  to  the  cost  of 
all  lots.  There  is  no  additional  charge  or  commission  for  executing 
your  bids. 

6.  All  postage,  insurance  and  shipping  charges  will  be  added 
to  your  invoice.  There  will  be  a  $  1 .00  charge  per  lot  for  packing  or 
processing. 

7.  Terms  of  this  sale  are  strictly  cash  in  United  States  funds. 
Foreign  payments  must  be  made  in  dollars  and  all  checks  must  be 
drawn  on  United  States  banks. 

8.  Lots  to  be  mailed  to  addresses  not  in  the  United  States  or  its 
Territories  will  be  sent  only  at  the  risk  of  the  purchaser.  When 
possible,  insurance  or  registration  will  be  obtained;  it  must  be  noted, 
however,  that  adequate  insurance  or  registration  is  often  not  avail¬ 
able  by  surface  or  air  mail. 


9.  Title  to  all  lots  remains  with  the  cataloguer  until  paid  for  in 
full.  Payment  must  be  made  immediately  upon  notification  or  upon 
receipt  of  material.  The  discretionary  right  to  withhold  delivery  of  lots 
until  full  payment  has  been  received  is  reserved. 

10.  All  books  are  as  described.  We  acknowledge  the  possibility  of 
errors  or  typographical  mistakes,  and  any  errors  on  our  part  will  be 
cheerfully  corrected.  We  cannot  be  responsible  for  your  errors;  please 
check  your  bid  sheet  carefully. 


BOOK  SIZES 

F°  (folio)  over  13" 

4to  (quarto)  12" 

8vo  (octavo)  9" 

12mo  (duodecimo)  7-8" 

16mo  (sextodecimo)  6-7" 

24mo  (vigesimoquarto  5-6" 

32mo  (trigesimosecundo)  4-5" 


BOOK  CONDITIONS 
As  new/Mint  -  no  signs  of  wear  or  defects 
Very  fine  -  near  new,  minimal  signs  of  use 
Fine  -  nice  clean  copy,  slight  signs  of  use 
Very  good  -  some  wear,  no  serious  defects 
Good  -  average  used  and  worn  book,  complete 
Reading  copy  -  poor  but  readable 
Ex-library  -  with  library  identification  marks 

Unless  stated  otherwise,  all  books  are  bound;  all  periodicals  and 
auction  sale  catalogues  are  in  the  original  paper  covers.  Books  without 
descriptions  of  condition  may  be  assumed  to  be  nice  clean  copies  in 
the  octavo  range.  Sizes  are  not  always  noted  for  auction  catalogues 
and  periodicals.  All  serious  defects  are  noted. 


GEORGE  FREDERICK  KOLBE 

Fine  Numismatic  Books 
Post  Office  Drawer  3100 
Crestline,  California  92325  USA 


TELEPHONE  [714]  338-6527 


33d  Congress,  )  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.  (  Ex.  Doc. 
2 d  Session.  )  \  No.  62. 


REPORT  OF  THE  DIRECTOR  OF  THE  MINT. 


MESSAGE 


PRESIDENT  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES, 


TRANSMITTING 


The  report  of  the  Director  of  the  Mint. 


February  9, 1855. — Laid  upon  the  table,  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 


To  the  House  of  Representatives: 

I  transmit  herewith  the  report  of  the  Director  of  the  mint, 
the  operations  of  the  mint  and  its  branches  for  the  past  year. 


FRANKLIN  PIERCE. 


Washington,  February  8,  1855. 


Mint  of  the  United  States, 

Philadelphia ,  January  30,  1855. 


Sir:  I  have  the  honor  to  submit  the  following  report,  in  compli¬ 
ance  with  the  first  section  of  the  mint  law,  which  requires  that,  “  in 
the  month  of  January  of  every  year  the  Director  shall  make  report 
to  the  President  of  the  United  States  of  the  operations  of  the  mint, 
and  its  branches,  for  the  year  preceding.” 

There  are  obvious  reasons  in  favor  of  a  change  in  the  law  above 
referred  to,  so  as  to  require  the  report  of  the  Director  to  be  made  as 
soon  as  convenient  after  the  close  of  the  fiscal  year,  and  that  it  should 
exhibit  the  operations  of  the  mint,  its  branches,  and  the  assay  office, 
during  the  fiscal  instead  of  the  common  year.  I  beg  to  recommend 
this  modification  of  the  law  to  your  favorable  notice. 

The  deposites  received  and  coinage  executed  at  the  principal  mint, 
(Philadelphia,)  during  the  year  1854,  were  as  follows :  Gold  deposites 
received,  $36,269,388  68 ;  gold  coins  struck,  $20,049,799 ;  fine 
gold  bars,  $17,643,270  58.  Silver  deposites,  including  the  silver 
parted  from  California  gold,  and  the  silver  purchased  pursuant  to  the 
act  of  3d  March,  1853,  $4,480,741  14;  silver  coinage  executed  was, 
$5,373,270  ;  the  copper  coinage,  $42,638  35.  Total  deposites  of 
gold  and  silver  during  the  year,  $40,750,129  82  ;  and  the  total  coin- 
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is  your  desire  to  refer  this  subject.  A  decided  preference  for  the  cop¬ 
per  coin,  if  its  weight  can  be  reduced  to  96  grains,  is  the  conclusion 
to  which  my  mind  is  brought,  after  a  careful  consideration  of  the 
advantages  and  objections  on  both  sides.  The  allowance  of  five  per 
cent,  for  the  admixture  of  other  metals — tin  and  zinc  being  intended — 
is  to  make  an  alloy  which  will  improve  the  color  and  reduce  the 
liability  to  corrosion  and  foulness.  It  is  the  same  mixture  which  the 
French  are  using  for  coinage,  under  the  name  of  bronze,  but  I  have 
avoided  that  term  as  being  vaguely  applied  among  us  to  very  differ¬ 
ent  metallic  mixtures  and  colorings. 

Sec.  3.  Be  it  further  enacted,  That  it  shall  be  at  the  discretion  of 
the  Director  of  the  mint,  with  the  concurrence  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury,  to  cause  the  planchets  for  the  cent  coinage  to  be  prepared 
at  a  private  manufactory,  as  hitherto  prescribed  by  law,  or  more  di¬ 
rectly  under  the  supervision  of  the  Director,  or  such  officer  of  the 
mint  as  he  may  designate.  And  the  profits  arising  from  the  sale  and 
distribution  of  said  coinage,  after  deducting  expenses  of  transporta¬ 
tion  as  provided  for  in  the  36th  section  of  the  act  of  Jan.  18,  1837, 
relative  to  the  mint,  shall  be  paid,  from  time  to  time,  into  the  treas¬ 
ury  of  the  United  States. 

Remarks. — It  seems  quite  obvious  that  the  mint  ought  not  to  be 
compelled,  as  it  now  is  by  law,  to  procure  its  copper  planchets  for 
coinage  from  a  private  or  remote  manufactory,  and  especially  if  the 
planchets  are  to  be  alloyed  to  a  definite  per-centage.  This  section 
will  only  confer  the  choice  upon  the  Director,  with  the  approbation 
of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  of  having  this  business  done  under 
his  own  direction.  It  is  not  intended  to  find  any  fault  with  the  pres¬ 
ent  manufacture  of  planchets,  which,  in  fact,  is  quite  satisfactory. 

Sec.  4.  Be  it  further  enacted,  That  it  shall  be  at  the  discretion  of 
the  Director  of  the  mint,  with  the  concurrence  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury,  at  any  period  not  earlier  than  one  year  after  the  passage  of 
this  act,  and  upon  due  public  notice,  to  exchange  the  cents  provided 
for  by  this  act  for  those  now  current,  upon  such  terms  as  may  insure 
a  sufficient  supply  of  copper  from  that  source,  and  with  a  view  to  the 
gradual  withdrawal  of  the  old  coins  from  circulation.  But  no  other 
copper  coins  or  tokens  shall  be  so  received. 

Remarks. — The  impolicy  and  incongruity  of  having  two  cents,  of 
quite  different  weights,  current  at  the  same  time,  suggests  the  pro¬ 
priety  of  conferring  this  discretionary  power.  The  coinage  of  cents 
and  half-cents,  up  to  May  last,  amounted,  in  round  numbers,  to 
$1,520,600 — equal  to,  say  1,620  tons — the  larger  part  of  which  are 
probably  now  in  circulation ;  and  it  is  well  known  that  some  parts  of 
the  country  are  crowded  with  them.  On  this  subject  we  have  frequent 
complaints,  without  the  power  of  providing  a  remedy.  The  proposed 
cent  of  96  grains,  assuming  the  planchets  to  cost  41  §  cents  a  pound, 
avoirdupois,  would  afford  a  profit  of  43  per  cent.  The  new  bronze 
coinage  of  France,  assuming  the  same  cost  of  planchets,  yields  a  profit 
of  54  per  cent.  We  are,  therefore,  within  the  line  of  safe  precedent, 
considering  that  the  French  coin  passes  freely.  But  in  addition  to 
this,  it  should  be  noted,  that  much  of  the  importance  of  the  new  cent 
project  consists  in  relieving  the  country  from  the  present  ponderous 
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cent;  and  if  it  will  require,  as  is  probable,  50  cents  a  pound  to  get  in 
the  old  cents,  and  a  considerable  per-centage  for  working  them  up 
into  new  planchets,  the  profit,  as  above  stated,  will  be  considerably 
diminished;  so  much  so  as  to  obviate  objection  on  that  score.  It  is 
quite  important  to  keep  in  view  the  two  objects  of  the  law,  namely, 
the  issue  of  a  light  and  convenient  coin,  and  the  withdrawal  of  a  cum¬ 
brous  one;  and,  to  accomplish  both  objects,  a  considerable  apparent 
profit  will  be  necessary.  In  the  matter  of  making  the  exchange,  the 
mint  should  have  a  sort  of  ubiquity,  by  paying  the  expenses  of  trans¬ 
portation  both  ways;  so  that  our  fellow  citizens  at  Milwaukic  or  Tal¬ 
lahassee  would  be  placed  on  the  same  footing  as  those  in  Philadel¬ 
phia. 

1  may  say,  in  regard  to  the  danger  of  counterfeiting,  that  it  would 
seem  impossible  to  push  into  circulation,  to  any  profitable  extent,  a 
coinage  of  so  low  a  denomination.  The  numerous  copper  tokens  of 
1837  were  openly  issued  in  the  exigency  of  the  times;  but  the  issue 
of  a  public  notice  that  the  law  would  be  enforced  against  them,  im¬ 
mediately  put  a  stop  to  their  circulation. 

Sec.  5.  And  be  it  further  enacted,  That  the  coin  provided  for  in 
this  act  shall  be  a  legal  tender  in  payment  of  debts  to  the  extent  of 
ten  cents  in  any  one  payment. 

Remark. — The  object  of  this  section  is  to  give  a  legal  importance 
and  value  to  the  new  cent,  in  addition  to  the  authoritative  stamp  of 
the  mint.  The  present  cent  is  not  a  le^al  tender. 

In  conclusion,  I  may  remark  that  whilst  I  at  present  prefer  the  pro¬ 
portions  of  95  per  cent,  copper  and  5  per  cent,  of  zinc  and  tin,  as  com¬ 
posed  in  the  specimens  presented,  yet  1  have  purposely  avoided  naming 
these  metals  in  the  2d  section,  in  order  that  we  may,  if  we  think 
proper,  use  nickel  in  the  composition.  As  to  which  poijit,  I  will  cause 
some  experiments  to  be  made  for  the  purpose  of  ascertaining  whether 
a  further  improvement  is  not  attainable ;  but  these  inquiries  need  not 
prevent  immediate  action  upon  the  proposition  herein  presented. 

I  have  the  honor  to  be,  with  great  respect,  your  faithful  servant, 
JAMES  ROSS  SNOWDEN,  Director. 

Hon.  James  Gutiirie, 

Secretary  of  the  Treasury ,  Washington  City. 


Mint  of  the  United  States, 

Philadelphia,  June  24,  1854. 

The  Director  of  the  mint  gives  notice  that  from  and  after  the  1st  of 
July,  1854,  the  price  to  be  paid  for  silver  purchased  at  the  mint  will 
be  one  dollar  twenty- two  and  a  half  cents  (81  22£)  per  ounce  of  stand¬ 
ard  fineness  (nine-tenths,)  as  determined  by  assay  at  the  mint. 

The  silver  tendered  for  sale  will  be  received  and  weighed  and  a  re¬ 
ceipt  given  therefor.  On  the  report  of  the  assayer  the  standard 
weight  will  be  determined,  and  the  net  value,  calculated  at  the  above 
rate,  will  thereupon  be  paid  to  the  owner  or  his  order  in  gold  or  silv'er 
coins  at  his  option. 

For  the  information  of  bullion  dealers,  it  may  be  stated  that,  ac- 


Bob:  I  received  my  catalogue  today,  which  is  as  usual  a  fine  piece  of  work.  However  I  must 
reluctantly  point  out  what  I  believe  is  a  complete  misattribution.  Lot  127  is  a  regular  1856  half  cent, 
not  a  Judd  177  copper-nickel  pattern,  IMHO.  For  one  thing,  it  is  entirely  too  well  struck  up.  I  spent 
years  looking  for  a  fully  struck  up  specimen  without  ever  seeing  one  or  hearing  of  one.  (Thank  you 
for  the  excellent  photographs  !) 

Also  the  weight  is  wrong.  If  you  will  look  at  your  notes  on  my  four  specimens  you  will  see  that 
they  all  weigh  close  to  70  grains,  not  the  84  grains  of  lot  174.  (Thank  you  for  giving  the  weight !) 

Both  Breen  and  Cohen  2nd  edition  give  the  70-72  grain  weight  as  standard  for  the  patterns. 

Do  you  have  access  to  a  facility  which  could  test  the  composition  ?  If  I  am  wrong,  which  Marilyn 
will  confirm  happens  with  some  regularity,  I  would  be  very  interested  in  acquiring  a  copper-nickel 
pattern  so  well  struck  and  of  such  anomalous  weight. 

I  am  willing  to  bring  this  to  your  attention  because  I  felt  confident  you  would  want  to  know. 

Marilyn  and  I  are  looking  forward  to  seeing  you  and  Laurie  at  EAC. 

Regards,  Tett 


Hi  Tett, 


I  struggled  with  that  coin,  and  I  certainly  value  your  comments.  It  has  a  distinctly  different  look  from  the 
normal  copper  ones  or  the  copper-nickel  patterns.  I  added  the  weight  knowing  it  wasn't  in  the  range 
listed  by  Breen.  The  problem  for  me  was  I  had  no  way  to  get  the  composition  checked.  And  the  strike 
certainly  is  better  than  any  I've  seen  struck  in  the  copper-nickel  alloy.  The  fields  are  every  bit  as 
prooflike  as  I  see  on  the  copper-nickel  patterns,  maybe  even  better.  Honestly  I  was  at  a  loss  to  explain 
what  I  was  seeing  without  having  a  metal  analysis  to  help  me.  I  didn't  want  to  reject  the  lot,  but  I 
couldn't  describe  it  as  a  "normal"  1856  half  cent,  either.  And  as  fate  would  have  it,  this  lot  came  in  late 
in  the  process  so  I  didn't  have  the  luxury  of  time  to  send  it  around  for  learned  opinions.  Perhaps  the 
best  approach  now  is  to  have  the  half  cent  community  examine  and  discuss  this  thing  at  the  convention 
followed  by  an  announcement  of  the  findings/opinions--all  prior  to  selling  the  lot,  of  course.  Chances 
are  good  that  I  will  end  up  withdrawing  the  lot,  but  I'd  like  the  half  cent  community  to  examine  it  first. 

The  only  other  cataloging  options  I  considered  while  studying  the  coin  were  (1)  that  it  was  a  first  strike 
from  new  dies  and  had  somehow  toned  differently  from  what  we  normally  see  for  a  copper  half  cent 
and  (2)  this  was  an  undocumented  experiment  by  the  mint.  I  don't  know  how  to  resolve  any  of  this 
without  a  scientific  analysis  of  the  metal  composition  or  a  test  mark  on  the  edge  (which  I  certainly 
wouldn't  recommend).  And  I  am  not  aware  of  any  testing  facility  available  to  the  public  around  here. 

Thanks  again  for  your  comments.  Oh,  and  thanks  also  for  the  info  copy  of  the  Del  Bland  info  re  the 
181 1  half  cent.  Yes,  Eric  is  an  amazing  man  in  so  many  ways.  A  treasure  trove  of  historical  info  with  a 
sharp,  analytical  mind  to  boot. 


Bob 


Bob:  The  color  sounds  very  similar  to  the  supposed  second  specimen  of  the  1854  copper-nickel  which 
I  bought  years  ago  at  a  Stacks  auction,  and  which  I  thought  was  too  well  struck.  The  color  was  a  bit 
towards  the  brassy  side,  but  when  I  had  it  tested  it  was  pure  copper.  Stacks  gave  me  a  full  refund 
without  any  hesitation.  That  coin  also  weighed  84  grains,  but  I  do  not  remember  it  as  being  prooflike. 
That  coin  is  discussed  on  page  451  of  Breen. 

You  have  seen  the  genuine  and  unique  1854  pattern  in  my  collection.  It  has  the  full  pedigree,  but 
when  I  saw  it  was  also  too  fully  struck  up  to  satisfy  me,  particularly  after  my  experience  with  the 
previous  specimen.  I  reasoned  that  if  the  press  didn't  have  enough  pressure  to  strike  up  an  alloy 
containing  the  harder  metal,  nickel  in  1856,  how  could  it  have  had  enough  pressure  two  years  earlier  ? 
The  answer  was  revealed  when  I  had  this  one  tested.  It  was  a  specimen  or  pattern,  but  without  nickel, 
being  80%  copper,  16%  zinc,  and  4%  silver.  I  wrote  all  this  up  in  two  articles  for  Penny  Wise  a  number 
of  years  ago. 

I  hope  you  resolve  the  questions  regarding  the  present  specimen  to  your  total  satisfaction. 
Incidentally,  if  it  is  a  pure  copper  proof  of  1856,  it  is  much  rarer  than  the  copper-nickel  pattern,  and 
would  probably  bring  a  higher  price.  Regards,  Tett 


Sounds  great.  And  getting  it  back  at  EAC  is  fine.  See  you  there. 

By  the  way,  I  spent  a  good  deal  of  time  working  with  Del  Bland  today  trying  to  figure  out  the  real 
provenances  on  the  top  181 1  half  cents.  Do  you  know  the  provenance  for  the  Breen  plate  coin-the 
large  black  and  white  photo  in  the  encyclopedia?  I  know  the  color  plate  is  of  your  coin,  but  we  can't 
figure  out  the  other  one. 


Bob 


Sent:  Tuesday,  April  06,  2010  5:54  PM 
Subject:  Re:  EAC  Auction 


Bob:  The  metal  testing  equipment  at  Washington  U.  is  usually  tied  up  months  in  advance  for  the 
Physics  Dept,  and  Engineering  Dept,  research  projects.  However,  a  friend  of  Eric's  was  able  to  slip 
lot  127  and  one  of  my  copper-nickel  1856  patterns  into  the  schedule  for  late  next  week.  Great ! 
However,  this  means  I  won't  be  able  to  return  the  coin  to  you  guys  until  I  see  you  at  EAC  on 
Wednesday.  I  assume  that  it  is  ok  with  you. 

After  looking  at  the  coin,  I  can  see  why  the  color  looked  different  to  you.  However,  it  isn't  really 
the  color  of  the  other  c-n's,  either,  and  I  am  even  more  convinced  that  there  is  no  nickel  in  it.  We 
shall  see. 

Tett 


Well,  I'm  not  surprised--but  it  was  worth  a  try.  Such  an  odd  look  for  a  "normal"  half  cent. 
Many  thanks  for  the  research  work.  See  you  in  Annapolis. 

Bob  Grellman 


Bob  &  Chris:  I  just  received  the  results  from  the  Washington  U.  Physics  Dept,  of  the  X-ray 
fluorescence  spectroscopy  performed  on  the  1856  half  cent  you  sent  me.  As  expected,  it  was 
virtually  pure  copper,  with  just  a  trace  (0.05%)  of  nickel.  I  will  bring  the  coin  and  the  letter  with  me  to 
EAC.  Tett 


Tett, 


I  reviewed  what  Breen  [or  Hanson]  wrote  in  the  big  red  book.  I  did  not  see  any  references 
that  convince  me  that  there  were  two  different  alloys  used  to  make  the  1856  Cu-Ni 
patterns. 

There  is  a  reference  to  a  July  11,  1856  delivery  of  fifty  specimens  to  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  by  Mint  Director  Snowden.  This  should  be  easy  enough  to  verify,  but  I  have  not 
done  it  personally.  I  read  it  as  a  mintage  of  fifty  pieces.  There  could  have  been  more,  but  I 
do  not  know.  If  there  are  other  deliveries,  there  should  be  other  records.  I  do  not  have 
those  records. 

My  study  of  the  1856  proofs  is  limited.  I  do  not  believe  that  any  of  them  are  common.  The 
auction  records  support  my  opinion.  Bill  Weber  told  me  that  the  1856  Cu-Ni  pattern  was 
much  more  scarce  than  was  commonly  believed.  My  experience  confirms  that  opinion.  I 
currently  own  one,  but  it  is  in  a  slab.  It  is  nice,  but  it  looks  like  all  the  other  ones  that  I 
have  seen,  except  that  it  is  nicer. 

Color  is  no  way  to  determine  the  alloy  that  was  used  to  make  a  coin.  There  are  many 
environmental  effects  that  can  cause  a  coin  to  turn  different  colors. 

Alloys  are  likewise  a  fickle  art.  There  are  surface  phenonena  that  can  fool  an  X-ray 
fluorescence  analysis.  Cold  rolling  and  improper  anealing  are  two  processes  that  are 
obvious  candidates  for  such  phenomena.  Short  of  disolving  the  piece  in  acid  and  running  an 
inductively  coupled  plasma  analysis  on  it,  there  is  no  way  to  definitively  tell  what  is  what. 
Certainly,  an  analytical  result  of  9.3%  nickel  is  close  to  10%.  But  where  are  the  analyses  of 
the  rest?  If  we  find  one  that  is  12.1%  nickel,  I  could  be  convinced  that  it  came  from  a 
different  planchet  stock.  I  do  not  have  such  an  analysis.  I  would  want  to  see  the  results  of 
analyzing  10  to  15  pieces  before  I  reached  any  conclusion. 

The  weight  listed  in  the  EAC  catalogue  for  the  piece  in  question  is  84.4  grains.  That  sounds 
standard,  within  the  limits  of  weighing  accuracy  that  we  can  expect.  Have  you  ever  seen 
one  that  is  substantially  lighter?  Breen  suggests  that  the  90:10  pieces  are  in  the  70  grain 
range.  Big  difference. 

My  experience  with  Breen  suggests  that  one  must  go  back  to  the  beginning  and  start  over 
with  all  of  his  assumptions,  data  and  references.  The  BS  about  Series  VII  Restrikes  was 
exactly  that;  BS.  The  theory  about  two  planchet  stocks  used  to  make  a  pattern  that  hardly 
anybody  cared  about  sounds  like  a  very  similar  story.  I  am  thinking,  Ocham's  razor.  Would 
you  fabricate  a  different  alloy,  cast  it  into  ingot  form,  roll  it  out,  heat  treat  it,  punch  out 
planchets  and  strike  it  into  a  handfull  of  coins  in  1856  when  you  already  did  the  same  thing 
with  an  alloy  that  was  only  2%  different  in  nickel  content?  Nickel  was  not  that  easy  to  come 
by  back  then.  Plus,  Cu-Ni  alloys  are  harder  to  melt  than  is  copper.  As  they  say  down  here 
in  East  Texas,  "It  jes  don't  make  no  sense  to  me". 


I  would  just  offer  the  advice  of  a  very  attractive  female  oriental  carpet  dealer  who  I  asked 
about  a  particular  rug  that  I  was  lusting  after.  She  said,  "Buy  what  you  love". 


Rick 


Rick:  I  have  owned  several  of  the  c-n  pieces,  and  they  were  all  in  the  70  gr  weight  area.  That 
difference  and  the  fully  struck  up  details  were  what  prompted  me  to  write  Bob  Grellman  that  the  lot  in 
the  catalogue  could  not  be  c-n,  but  had  to  be  a  regular  copper  coin.  Tett 


Rick:  I  just  had  another  1856  c-n  tested  at  the  Washington  U.  Physics  Dept.,  by  X-ray  fluorescence 
spectroscopy.  A  veteran  metals  expert  like  yourself  probably  knows  what  that  means.  The  analysis  was  9.3% 
nickel.  So  both  specimens  I  have  had  tested  were  a  shade  under  the  10%  usually  quoted. 

Tett 


The  2010  EAC  Convention  Sale,  April  24,  2010 


Rare  Judd-177  Breen  1-B 


127.  1856  Judd-177  Breen  1-B  R4  (or  R7)  Proof-60. 

Golden  tan  and  steel  brown.  The  fields  are  smooth  and  reflective 
on  both  sides.  The  only  marks  are  a  small  spot  of  darker  toning 
under  the  5,  a  tiny  planchet  lamination  on  the  rim  at  star  1 3,  and 
a  very  small  void  on  the  rim  at  the  C'  in  AMERICA.  The  color 
of  the  planchet  suggests  this  is  one  of  the  90: 10  planchets  (90% 
copper,  10%  nickel)  described  by  Breen  on  page  456  in  his  half 
cent  encyclopedia,  which  would  make  this  piece  extremely  rare. 
It  certainly  has  a  different  look  and  the  color  matches  Breen's 
description.  Weight  84.4  grains. 


128.  1857  C-l  R2  AU55.  Mint  state  but  lightly  cleaned 

and  retoned  chocolate  and  olive  brown  with  faded  red  (that 
appears  natural)  in  protected  areas.  No  spots  or  stains,  only  a 
single  tick  on  the  jawline.  MDS. 


129.  1857  C-l  R2  ICG  graded  MS61  Brown.  Frosty 

medium  brown  and  light  steel.  No  defects,  but  a  bit  dull  from 
natural  oxidation  that  could  be  brushed  away  quite  easily  (minus 
the  plastic,  of  course).  MDS.  Our  grade  is  AU55. 


130.  1857  C-l  R2  EF40.  Slightly  sharper  but  there  is  a 

small  swipe  of  very  shallow  verdigris  in  the  field  right  of  star  3. 
Frosty  light  chocolate  and  steel  brown,  possibly  retoned  but  the 
color  is  attractive.  MDS. 
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THE  1856  COPPER-NICKEL  HALF  CENTS 


Ron  Manley 


INTRODUCTION :  The  1856  copper-nickel  half  cents  were  minted  using  the  same  dies 
as  1856  C-l,  the  copper  business  strikes.  From  reviewing  the  half  cent  literature,  it  can  be  seen 
that  various  authors  classify  the  1856  copper-nickel  half  cents  in  different  ways.  In  his  March 
1998  P-W  article,  R.  Tettenhorst  referred  to  the  “1856  copper-nickel  pattern”  in  discussing  the 
topic  of  half  cent  subvarieties.  Bill  Weber,  in  his  May  P-W  article,  concluded  that  “separate 
variety  numbers  should  describe”  1856  B-2b  and  B-2c,  the  two  copper-nickel  alloys  listed  by 
Walter  Breen.  Ray  Rouse  followed  in  the  same  P-W  issue  with  the  observation  that  “We  can  fit 
items  such  as  the  1856  copper  nickel  trial  piece  neatly  into  our  collections  as  simple  subvarieties 
based  on  planchet  stock”. 

How  should  the  1856  copper-nickel  half  cents  be  properly  classified?  Should  separate 
variety  numbers  be  used  to  describe  1856  B-2b  and  B-2c?  How  many  distinct  copper-nickel 
alloys  are  there:  one  or  two?  In  this  article,  I  will  explore  and  attempt  to  answer  these  questions. 

BACKGROUND:  In  the  second  edition  of  “American  Half  Cents,  the  “Little  Half  Sisters” 
(1982),  Roger  S.  Cohen,  Jr.  included  the  “1856  essay  or,  as  it  is  usually  termed,  the  trial  piece”  in 
his  chapter  “Other  Half  Cents”.  Cohen  wrote  that  fifty  specimens  were  struck  with  an  alloy  of 
88%  copper  and  12%  nickel.  The  weight  of  the  planchets  was  given  as  “approximately  72 
grains”.  He  mentioned  that  another  alloy  of  90%  copper  and  10%  nickel  had  also  been  reported 
“in  striking  these  essays.  The  differences  being  that  these  specimens  weigh  69  grains.  This 
difference  seems  to  be  almost  too  picayune  to  be  mentioned  but  for  the  sake  of  completeness  I 
have  done  so”  (emphasis  mine). 

Walter  Breen  apparently  felt  that  the  differences  between  these  two  reported  alloys  were 
not  “picayune”,  but  worthy  of  two  subvarieties.  In  his  Half  Cent  Encyclopedia,  Breen  listed  the 
88:12  copper-nickel  alloy  as  1856  B-2c.  He  believed  that  it  was  minted  after  the  90:10  alloy, 
which  he  listed  as  1856  B-2b.  Breen  made  the  following  observations  for  1856  B-2c  on  page  176 
of  his  “Complete  Encyclopedia  of  U.S.  and  Colonial  Coins”  (1988):  (1)  The  weight  ranges  from 
70.98  to  73  grains;  (2)  The  color  is  ‘Tale  warm  gray,  often  toned  or  faded”;  (3)  It  is  “weakly 
struck”. 

For  1856  B-2b,  the  alleged  90:10  copper-nickel  alloy,  Breen  noted  in  his  1988  book  that: 
(1)  The  weight  ranges  from  69.4  to  70.68  grains.  (2)  The  color  is  “Pale  lemon  color,  often  toned 
or  faded”;  (3)  “Weak  strikings  only”.  Comments:  In  his  Half  Cent  Encyclopedia,  Breen  had 
written  that  the  “Weight  ranges  from  69.4  to  70.3  grains”.  Breen  added  that  “this  variety  is 
difficult  to  tell  from  the  following  variety”.  Breen  misused  the  term  “variety”  here,  based  upon  his 
earlier  usage  of  the  term.  He  should  have  used  “subvariety”  in  both  places  (not  necessarily 
because  it’s  the  correct  term,  but  to  be  consistent). 

DISCUSSION:  Since  these  1856  copper-nickel  pieces  were  not  struck  for  circulation,  but 
to  test  the  strike  and  appearance  of  the  new  Flying  Eagle  small  cents,  they  do  not  belong  in  a 
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collection  consisting  only  of  business  strike  half  cents.  Instead,  they  should  be  considered  strictly 
“trial  pieces”  or  “patterns”,  as  Cohen  has  described  them. 

Breen  estimated  that  only  about  ten  specimens  of  1856  B-2b  were  known.  In  his  “Proof 
Census”  he  gave  three  examples.  Lot  1157  from  the  1954  sale  of  the  “Anderson-Dupont” 
collection  was  the  first  example.  It  was  catalogued  as  90%  copper  and  10%  nickel,  but  without 
supportive  documentation.  From  my  background  as  a  Ph.D.  chemist,  it  is  my  belief  that 
non-destructive  elemental  analysis  was  unavailable  in  1954  that  could  have  distinguished 
between  90:10  and  88:12  copper: nickel  alloys. 

The  second  1856  B-2b  example  listed  by  Breen  was  the  Norweb  coin.  Lot  138  was 
catalogued  as  such  when  the  Norweb  collection  was  auctioned  by  Bowers  and  Merena  in  1987.  It 
was  catalogued  with  the  comments:  “we  are  not  aware  that  any  specific  metallic  analysis  has  ever 
been  made  of  this  coin”.  Its  weight  was  given  as  70.8  grains.  Note  that  this  weight  lies  between 
the  high  of  70. 68  grains  given  bv  Breen  for  1856  B-2b  and  the  low  of  70,98  grains  given  for  1856 

B-2c! 


Collectors  should  be  able  to  tell  if  a  1856  “trial  piece”  is  a  1856  B-2b  or  1856  B-2c 
specimen  by  its  weight.  Yet,  the  difference  given  in  Breen’s  1988  book  between  the  upper  and 
lower  weight  limits  for  the  two  copper-nickel  compositions  is  a  mere  0.3  grains!  The  original 
reference  to  the  1856  “trial  piece”  with  a  90:10  copper-nickel  alloy  is  an  old  one  and  may  be 
unreliable  (Breen  gave  Adams-Woodin  216,  from  a  1913  work,  as  an  equivalent). 

Breen  listed  Judd-177  as  an  equivalent  to  1856  B-2c  (the  88:12  copper-nickel  alloy). 
Specimens  previously  catalogued  as  Judd- 177  have  been  described  with  various  colors.  Weights 
have  been  reported  in  the  range  that  Breen  reserved  for  the  alleged  extremely  rare  “90:10”  alloy. 
For  example,  Norweb  1:139  (wt.  =  69.8  grains),  described  with  “bright  yellow  surfaces”; 
Cohen:379  (wt.  =  69.9  grains),  described  as  “flaming  red  orange”;  and  Eliasberg  1: 1 10  (wt.  =  70.5 
grains),  described  as  “partially  tan”. 

CONCLUSIONS:  The  1856  copper-nickel  half  cents  may  be  properly  described  as  “trial  pieces” 
or  “patterns”.  As  such,  they  form  a  special  class  of  half  cents — separate  from  the  half  cents 
minted  for  circulation.  Specimens  have  been  reported  within  a  weight  range  that  is  continuous 
from  approximately  69  to  73  grains.  These  are  characterized  by  weak  strikes  and  various 
distinctive  colors.  Such  aspects  permit  copper-nickel  “trial  pieces”  to  be  readily  distinguished 
from  the  pure  copper  business  strikes  minted  with  the  same  dies.  No  reliable  evidence  exists  for 
1856  copper-nickel  “trial  pieces”  in  two  different  alloys.  The  Breen  subvariety  1856  B-2b  should 
be  delisted. 


*  *  *  *  *  * 
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